












gage 






[~/4-1906 


American Lawyer 


A Monthly Journal Serving the Interests of the Legal Profession in America 


—_—— 





—_— 





LICATION OFFICE, 29 Murray St. 
res VOL. Vill. "Ne. 3 7® } 


—_—_—— 


NEW YORK, MARCH, 





—— 





OCONTENTS: 
SING: con tednid ctniesiseitialvenshulilaatissinastibteniitiaginannenrmsiiats 99-105 
NOTES (pages 99-100.) __ THE TORRENS ACT HELD CONSTITU- 
TIONAL IN MASSACHUSETTS 100.) —— THE OWNER 


SHIP OF CROPS SOWN BY O 
100.) —— THE ABOLITI 
LAW MARRIAGE ( ag pete Fy - 


ED PREMA 
TURE BURIAL 02.) —— SOME QUESTIONS PRE- 
SENTED BY THE JURY SYSTEM (page 102.) —— LEGISLA. 
TIVE CONFISCATION 103.) THE POWER OF A 
CORPORATION TOP STOCK UF A RIVAL IN 
RDE SUPPRESS COMPETITION ( 


0 3.) —— 
PECULIAR PHASE OF THE PRIVILEGED COMMUNICA. 


TIONS RULE (page 104.) 
RN I sitet kc onsnttiiechbiiasiiitandidnsnvibiconberentsnnibantis 105 
ARE FOODSTUFFS CONTRABAND ! — By Edwin Maxey, D.C. L, LL. D...... 108 
CONSTITUTIONAL ASPECTS OF THE FEDERAL CONTROL OF CORPORATIONS. 
EE caniartindssadcauncbotannadesldnsccnpimecacnsens 


MECENT DECISIONS— 
THE CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE TORRENS Le. — Tyler v. Juices s of 


the Court of Registration (Supreme Court 








GAR AND LAW LIBRARY ASSOCIATIONS...............00-cccceececececeeeeesss 118 

ACTION OF B LAW LIBRARY AND OTHER ORGANIZA 
TIONS OF T PROFESSION. 

THE BAR AT LARGE. ...... 22.200 ceccccccncccccncccccnscccnassnccnsceccesseeces 123 
PERSONAL AND PARTNERSHIP NOTES. 

THE WEW YORK CITY BAR....,........-cccececcceee enceeccesccceeensceeeceses 125 
MATTERS OF INTEREST TO ATTORNEYS OF GREATER NEW YORK. 

CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT ASSOCIATIONS. eecece evnceseccocecceccceseseccces 127 


ST di n.0n pd oanesbnntssqagessaadesconsasnenéubenrthusennebinanenipiel 129 
SED Gl CUE cdtndad bocchesteletccccoccoccccdpnccccocccessccescccous 131 
en Se 132 
SE GOT cccnntdccadncmnocceddsde dbéccescocdgcoesocccenscesetecsees 98 
OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS. ....0. 2.2000 ccccceccceneccnscccceceeccnssses 133 


UST OF COMMERCIAL ATTORNEYS. .........222-. cee cne--scenennsencencees 134 
REVISED LIST OF ACCREDITED COMMERCIAL LAWYERS. 








"RECENT 7ZESTIMONIALS. 





Phillipsburg, Kan.—AmericaN LawYer at hand, and I think 
it is just simply immense. . E. Cox. 
Flint, Mich.—Place us on the list for all fature time. 
most valuable journal to us, and very highly appreciated. 
Say.es & SaYLzs. 
Bel Air, Md.— After having perused your m — and formin 
a exceedingly favorable opinion of it, and, indeed, what I thin 
every attorney ought to do, I herewith enclose you subscription. It 
ertainly contains valuable ‘‘ hints of law.” R.N. HoBLitze.. 
Birmingham, Ala.—I regard the AMERICAN LAWYER as an ex- 
eedingly able and usefal work and have recommended it to many 
as a journal that they will find exceedin, ngly useful to them 
in practice. omas COBBS. 
Ellensburgh, Wash.—I prize the AmERIcAN Lawyer highly, 
aad you may consider me a regularsubscriber. W. 8. SMITH. 
Jensen, Fla.—I like the AMERICAN LAWYER very much, and 
Would not do without it. I am reading a number of law periodicals, 
but I like the Lawyer better than any other. 
Tos. J, De STEUBEN. 
Mystic, Conn.—A very interesting, instructive and, I should 
@y, valuable publication. ALBERT DENISON. 
Burlington, Vt.—We like the American LawYeEr and think it 
‘very valuable adjunct to an attorney’s reading matter. 
POWELL & POWELL. 


It isa 


1900. { post Omice Box 411, New York. 
CHARLES A. M42MILLAN,/ | 
ATTORNEY, 


Ernst & rg erage Bidg. 








Prompt, Personal Attention to ali L Business. 
Refers to First National Bank of .. 
DEPOSITIONS. COLLECTIONS. 





THE LAWYERS COMPANY. 
Corporation Trust Co. of New Jersey 


Jersey City, N. J. New York City, N. Y., 
60 GRAND STREET. 100 BROADWAY. 


REPRESENTS $1 ,5600,000.000 OF CAPITAL 
OFFICERS. Furnishes a Registered Office, observ- 
ALLAN L. MeDERMOTT, ing all regulations as provided for by 


dent. 
wanay @ a... .. law for corporations chartered in New 


ist Vice-President. | Jersey. 
JAMES B. DILL, Acts as Transfer Agent and Registrar 
we. #. vaNDEnPoet of Stocks and Bonds; Trustee of Cor 
reasurer. porate Mortgages. 
_—- a ~~ Information and forms furnished 





members of the bar without charge. 


Tel.: 2389 Cortlandt. 








Evergreen, Ala.—I want to be considered a a subscriber 
to the AMexicaNn LAWYER. It is incomparably the best all around 
legal publication of which I have any knowledge. I wish oa 
lawyer was a subscriber. I believe it will result in elevatin 
character of the profession, which, in many instances, has eae oe de- 
generated. Yours truly, W. D. ATKINSON, 


Richmond, Va.—Your list of attorneys I have found the most re- 
liable and business like of any yet recommended. J. E. Moore. 


Mansfield, Ohio.—Please accept check. Yours is the best law 
magazine published for this amount or any other amount. 
N. M. WoLre. 


Tacoma, Wash.—We are greatly pleased with the publication 
and wish you unbounded success. DOoouiTrLe & Foaa. 


AMERICAN BANKRUPTCY REPORTS, 


ANNOTATED. 
ZDITED BY 
Wm. Miller Collier and Jame: W. Eaton. 
PROMPT. COMPLETE. AUTHENTIC. 


Reports the cases under the new Bankruptcy Law of 1898, 
by issuing monthly advance sheets (not for binding), followed 
by bound volume in law sheep, on good paper, for permanent 











Editing ar: very carefully and conscientiously done. 
VOL. 3 COMMENCES WITH THE JANUARY 1900 NUMBER. 


Price, $5.00 per Vol., including bound volume, current 
monthly advance sheets and all delivery charges. 


2 VOLUMES NOW READY. 


Matthew Bender, Law Publisher, Albany, N.Y. 


use. 
: The Annotations, Cross References, Digesting and 
7 eee... 2. s+ Ss. SS ee Se 


eos Terem 













































































































































































THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 





RECENT IMPORTANT LAW BOOKS. 


(FOR SALE BY ALL BOOKSELLERS.) 





BIRDSEYE’S ABBOTT’S CLERKS’ AND CONVEYANCERS’ ASSISTANT.—A Collection of Forms of Conveyancing, Cont, 
and Legal Instruments. For the use of Lawyers, Public Officers and Business Men, with Copious Instructions, Explanations and 4 
thorities. The well-known and standard work originally written by AUSTIN ABBOTT and BENJAMIN VAUGHAN ABBOTT. Revised 
Greatly Enlarged by CLARENCE F. BrrDSEYE, of the New York Bar. 4 large, compactly printed volume of 1100 pages, Containing 
1500 Forms. Price, $6.00 net, or $6.30 by express, prepaid, on receipt of price. 


ABBOTT’S FORMS OF PLEADING IN ACTIONS FOR LEGALOR EQUITABLE RELIEF,—The most comprehensive colle 
ever published of Forms of Complaints, Answers and Demurrers, etc., in all Classes of Actions for Legal or Equitable Relief, } 
pared with especial reference to the Codes of Procedure of the various States, and adapted to the present practice in many of the (y 


mon Law States. 


By Austin ApporTt, LL. D. 


Completed for publication after his decease by CaRLOs C. ALDEN, Professor of Pleadj 


in the New York University Law School. In two volumes of nearly 2000 pages, containing about 1600 Forms and Full index.  Prig 
$13.00 net, but sent by express, prepaid, on receipt of price. 


HAIGHT’S QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS FOR BAR EXAMINATION REVIEW.—A new and thoroughly up-to date book j¢ 
the use of Law Students in all the States in preparing for Bar and Law School examinations. By Cuartes 8S. HalGut and Arruvg 


MARSH. 


it is a pocket encyclopaedia of legal principles and leading cases. 


SHEARMAN AND REDFIELD ON NEGLIGENCE, stb Edition, 2 Vols.—Rewritten, recast and greatly enlarged. 


The book covers all the subjects embraced in a full law course, and may also be used to advantage by lawyers as a by 
for speedy reference, and will be especially useful to those who have but limited use of a library. 


As far as such a thing is posit 


This is ¢ 


leading work on the Law of Negligence. The courts have uniformily commended it, and the Federal and State Reports indicate th 
it has been cited in almost every Court within the United States, and in nearly every case in which any important question concerning} 


law of negligence has arisen. 
delivered. 


This new edition contains 40,000 citations of cases on different pertinent points. 





Price, $12.00 net, or §1, 


BAKER, VOORHIS & CO., 66 Nassau Street, New York, N. 











ANNOTATED BUSINESS 
CORPORATION 


OF ALL THE STATES 
By Cumming, Gilbert & Woodward, 4 Vols $20 net 


LAWS 











Gives Business Corporation Laws of every State to Jan 1, 
Copiously annotated. Meets requirements of the attor- 
-neys of corporations doing business in many States. 

The work includes laws relating to the organization, man- 
agement and dissolution of corporations, suits by and against 
them, trusts and monopolies, employment and protection of work- 
men, and the powers and obligations of foreign corporations. 

It does not include laws directly affecting Banking, Insur- 
ance and Transportation, although containing all provisions 
applicable to Stock Corporations as such. 

e Vol 4 brings Statutes and Annotation down to date. 


1900. 





THE LAWYERS’ 00O-OPERATIVE PUBLISHING COMPANY 
BOOHESTER N Y¥ 


79 my Se Bon Se 
7o Newberry ETROIT 
110 Law Bide Battimors Mp 


C122 





Rand-McNally Bldg Cuicaco 
435 Stevenson Bidg InpiANaPotis 
407 Youngerman Bidg Des Moines 








PATENT ATTORNEYS. 


or 








LI ty 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
WASHINGTON (Washington Co.) 
O'Meara & Co., 818 G st., NN. W. Refer to Colum- 
bia National Bank. 


ILLINOIS. 
CHICAGO (Con Go) 
CHARLES TURNER BROWN, 79 Dearborn st. Acts 
as to practising attorneys in patent 
taking depositions 


eauses. All conveniences for 





WANTED. 
A erg tative in yu County te 
the Right 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 
P. O. Bax 411.) 29 Murray St., New York 


P 








The 
Counsellors’ 


Bureau, 


No. 52 William Street, 
NEW YORK. 


TELEPHONE—“1791 JOHN.” 


CLARENCE McKENZIE, Manager. 
GEO. W. WEIFFENBACH, Senior 


Prepares Briefs of Argument 
Memoranda of Authorities for any Sti 
Acts as Resident Counsel to Foreig 
Attorneys, etc. 


Correspondence Solicited. 


Fees moderate and will be stated! 
advance if requested, upon Statement d 
Facts being furnished, order to be com 
tingent upon acceptance of terms. 


Corporation Work a Specialty. 


References: 
Tae Amenican Lawyer, 29 Murray Street, New Ya 
Hon. D. D. Wuirney, President, Hamilton Fire In. @ 
7% William 


Street, New ¥ 


CuarLes W. Wetmore, President The North 4 
Co., 9 Broad Street, New York 


BROWN 'S trie 


the popular cure for 
























IRRITATED THROATS. 


re of 


































H 





in 
th 
re 
of 
C 
h 
C 
C 
( 
I 
r 
( 
‘ 





THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 





99 








— 





BUSINESS ESTASLISHED 1836. 


HE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


H. GERALD CHAPIN, LL.D, Editor. 
NEWS-JOURNAL OF THE AMERICAN BAR 


RECORDS THE ACTION OF COURTS AND LEGISLATURES ; DIS- 
CUSSES THE LIVING PROBLEMS WHICH CONCERN THE 





a BAR; KEEPS ABREAST OF CURRENT LEGAL LITERA- 
sed TURE; GIVES THE NEWS OF LAWYERS AND LAW 
ning ASSOCIATIONS, AND REPORTS ALL MATTERS 


OF INTEREST TO LIVE PRACTITIONERS. 


SUBSCRIPTION PRICE : ; 
00.00 Anguaiiy fe she Depend Prsges, Geseia St Mestem 
STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers 
) NEW YORK 


Murray Street. (P. O. Box 411. 
TELEPHONE “4772” CORTLANDT. 


Entered at the New York Post Office as Second Class Matter. 


NEW YORK, MARCH, goo. 


























The Kentucky Legislature evidently does not believe 
in the “didn’t know it was loaded” excuse. An act was 
passed some time ago which read as follows: “It shall 
be unlawful for any person to fire or discharge at ran- 
dom any deadly weapon, whether said weapon be loaded 
or unloaded.” 

* * * 

During the past year the Incorporated Law Society 
of England has dismissed eleven of its members for un- 
professional conduct or for other reasons. This seems a 
very small proportion of its membership roll of 15,000. 

x * *« 





From Memphis there is a peculiar suit over a telephone 
call, on appeal in the United States Circuit Court of Ap- 
peals, at Cincinnati. Memphis has two telephone systems, 
and both companies gave the appellee, who is a coal dealer, 
the number “343.” He advertised it so extensively it 
became familiar to his fellow citizens. Later one com- 
pany gave the number’ to a competitor and an injunction 
suit followed. The case was decided against the tele- 
phone company and has been carried to the highest court 
to establish a precedent. 

x * * 

The bench and the bar both in our own country and 
in England lost in 1899 an unusually large number of 
their leading members. In this country we have to 
record the death of Justice Stephen J. Field, at the time 
of his retirement the oldest of the United States Supreme 
Court Justices; Judge Cooley of Michigan, famous for 
his work as a writer, and in developing the Interstate 
Commerce law; Chief Justice Field of Massachusetts, 
Chief Justice Roberts of Maryland, ex-Chief Justice 
Charles P. Daly of New York City; Justice David L. 
Follett of the New York State Supreme Court, ex-Court 
of Appeals Judge Danforth, and Thomas Semmes of New 
Orleans. England lost Lord Herschell and Lord Wat- 
son, both judges of the first rank ; Lord Esher, Lord Pen- 
zance, and Lord Justice Chitty, all possessed of great 
legal honors. Ireland lost her distinguished Justice 
O'Brien. One result of these deaths in England has been 
unusually rapid promotion for the younger men. Mr. 
Choate said in effect once, when speaking of a great New 
York lawyer: “When he goes, there will be room for 
three thousand young men.” 

os 


















* * 

The legal status of the war correspondent is thus de- 
fined by the thirteenth article of the regulations under the 
convention with respect to the laws and customs of war 


directly belonging to it, such as newspaper correspondents 
and reporters, sutlers and contractors, who fall into the 
enemy's hands and whom the latter think fit to detain, 
have a right to be treated as prisoners of war, provided 
they can produce a certificate from the military authorities 
they were accompanying.” 
* * * 

According to the Michigan Sup 
right of action “either for damag 
possessor of a camera from taking ot at the 
passer-by for his own uses. If we admit the impertinence 
of the act, it must also be admitted that there are many 
impertinences which are not actionable, and which Courts 
of Equity will not restrain.” 

x * * 

lt is stated that the aggregate salaries of the Judges 
of the High Court of Justice and the Court of Appeal of 
Great Britain for the present year amount to $750,000. 
Included in this sum is the $30,000 which is the emolu- 
ment of the Lord Chancellor. This amount, however, 
does not include $125,000 spent for retiring annuities for 
judges. 








e is no 
in the 


* * * 


[In the February number we took occasion to comment 
upon the propensity of some members of the judiciary 
to “scold.’’ As an example of what can be done in that 
line, we quote the following, which is said to have been 
the language of a Kansas City Judge in sentencing a 
man convicted of murder: “When you go down to the 
penitentiary, behave yourself; and some fool Governor, 
who wishes to distinguish himself for philanthropy, 
benevolence and kindness, may pardon you.. Yours is an 
extraordinary case, and some Governor may think he can 
become distinguished by pardoning you. Therefore, the 
jury did you a great benefit not to hang you. They have 
given you a chance to be pardoned. We have had ex- 
amples lately of Governors seeking to become heroes by 
pardoning murderers and criminals in this State. The 
factory has been working overtime in the last eighteen 
months. If a man can become a hero by wading a river 
with the water up to his street tail, why can’t a Governor 
become a hero by pardoning you?” 

* 


A somewhat amusing state of affairs arose in the case 
of Perkins v. Lyons recently pending in the Supreme 
Court of Iowa, in which Messrs. Kinne, Hume & Brad- 
shaw were attorneys. The senior member of the firm 
was recently Chief Justice of that court, and whilst occu- 
pying that position rendered a judgment which was dead 
against the law as now contended for by him. Hence 
this language in the brief: 

“We recognize the fact that the senior member of the 
firm. the name of which is subscribed hereto, among his 
last official duties as Chief Justice of this honorable and 
respected court, wrote the decision in the case of Ottumwa 
v. Stodghill, reported in 103 Iowa, 437, in which this 
court held that a transfer of stock in a corporation is 
invalid as against an attaching creditor, even though he 
has actual notice of the transfer, when the transfer is not 
entered upon the books of the corporation in the manner 
provided by Section 1078 of the Code of 1873. Since 
that case was decided the junior members of the firm have 
labored long and earnestly with the senior member to con- 
vince him of the error of his decision. We have shown 
him that it is based upon a harsh, strict and literal inter- 
pretation of the statute; that it is contrary to equity and 
good conscience, and opposed to the trend of modern and 
enlightened authority. We have pointed out to him that 
he wrote it as the shades of night were falling upon his 





On land,” adopted by the recent Hague conference. It is 
as follows: “Individuals who follow an army without 








judicial career, and that his theretofore clearsightedness 
in legal matters had become temporarily dimmed, and that 
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he is now in the bright light of a free and unhampered 

advocate, and more sails of seeing things in their 

proper proportions. We have even quoted to him the 

speech of Mrs. Browning’s maiden to her lover: 
“*Yes—I answered you last night. 

No—this morning, sir, I say. 

Golers..seen by candle light 

s* “Do fietseem the same by day.’ 

“In short; though he has never said so in words, we 
are convinced that the ex-Chief Justice is heartily 
ashamed of that narrow, almost medizval, decision, and 
that all we have to do is to present the question to his 
successor, and five associates, in a proper manner to con- 
vince them also that the rule promulgated in the Ottumwa 
case is not the law.” 


2 


* * 


“A very interesting fact of modern life that seems to 
have escaped attention,” remarked a New Orleans lawyer 
the other day, “is that the world has wiped its last city 
of refuge off the map. There is no longer any spot on the 
globe where our fugitives from justice are safe from ex- 
tradition. 

“When I first began to practice law an American 
criminal of retiring disposition had a wide range of choice 
in the matter of foreign residence. Spain, Turkey, Al- 
giers, Japan, Holland, Chili, Ecuador, the Philippines, 
Cuba and all of Central America except British Honduras 
guaranteed security to assorted brands of fugitives, from 
murderers down, and the list of resorts open to simple 
embezzlers was very much larger. For years, you re- 
member, every runaway bank cashier made a bee line for 
Canada, and the thing got to be a standing joke, like the 
mother-in-law gag and the merry quips about the 
plumbers. Nevertheless, the circle kept steadily contract- 
ing, and one by one the different countries entered into 
mutual treaties and put up the bars, so the American 
crook who wanted a change of air began to find himself 
in the position of Dick Swiveller, when he checked off the 
London streets he coulctn’t traverse without meeting cred- 
itors. It was mighty hard work to figure out a safe itin- 
erary. Canada clung tenaciously to the tourist trade, but 
at last she passed a law against bringing stolen property 
into the Dominion that practically excluded the flitting 
banker. Japan was one of the last of the distant powers 
to adopt a treaty covering what are called ‘crimes against 
property,’ and the new proviso was a severe blow to 
felonious gentlemen in delicate health. It robbed them of 
the balmy climate of Yokohama. Eventually things sim- 
mered down to Central America, and then by process of 
elimination to Spanish Honduras. That was the final 
stronghold of the fugitive, but in 1898 the congress of the 
nation approved a new treaty clause, containing the usual 
extradition provisions. 

“So, as I said before, there is now no city of refuge 
on the face of the earth. The man with a warrant goes 
wheresoever he lists.’"—-New Orleans Times-Democrat. 








THE TORRENS ACT HELD CONSTITUTIONAL 
IN MASSACHUSETTS. 


On page 115 of this number we print in full a recent 
decision of the Supreme Court of Massachusetts, uphold- 
ing the constitutionality of the Torrens system of land 
registration. While it is highly improbable that such an 
act will ever become law in the State of New York with- 
out determined opposition on the part of the title guaran- 
tee companies, we believe that, in the end, these last- 
named corporations will be forced to give way, and the 
method now in vogue in many of our sister States will 
come into force here. As described by a contemporary, the 
modus operandi prescribed by the statute is as follows: 





——— 


The machinery consists of a court of registratj 
composed of two judges and a recorder appointed by th 
Governor. Registers of deeds throughout the State a, 
direct assistants to the recorder. When a person wish 
to have his land recorded, full specifications of the 
erty in all its bearings are submitted in set form re 4 
recorder or to the registers of deeds. Due and sufficien 
notice is given to all who are interested in the proper 
and to all whom the registration may in any way concem, 
and after the lapse of 20 to 60 days, if no objections ap 
made, the original registration is made by the approyy 
of the Court of Registration and the applicant is given, 
certificate of registration. The actual work of prepan. 
tion and verification of the applicants’ claim is done by th 
Court of Registration, with the assistance of local exam. 
iners appointed by the court. 

The title once thus registered remains registered. Th 
owner’s guaranty of ownership is his certified title given 
him by the Commonwealth through the Court of Regis. 
tration, and from it through the register of deeds. If the 
owner wishes to deal with his property, he carries his cer- 
tificate to the register of deeds and has it posted with the 
transaction made. This certificate shows at any time the 
status of the property. Should the owner wish to sell the 
land, the purchaser receives a certified title from the Com. 
monwealth through the register of deeds, the deed itself 
remaining at the offices of the register. In case of attach- 
ments or other involuntary transactions, the owner is sum- 
moned to the register of deeds to have the proper indorse- 
ments made on his certificate of title. 

The advantages of an act like the present certainly 
seem to be beyond question. From the introduction of the 
Feudal System to the present day the transfer of land has 
been attended with risks which make the ownership of a 
portion of mother earth, though it be ad coelum, but a 
perilous possession as compared with that of personal 
property. Valuable tracts of land cannot now be disposed 
of because of a cloud upon the title, though cloud afore. 
said may be most nebulous. Every time that ownership 
in reality changes a search is necessitated which may cost 
the owner all the way from twenty-five to twenty-five hun- 
dred dollars. Under the new system all disputed ques- 
tions are settled once and forever and the title is insured 
by the State itself. The initial cost of registration is two 
dollars per $1,000 on the assessed valuation; court fees 
and cost of subsequent transfer are merely nominal. 

Under the circumstances, the decision in question must 
come as a special boon to the property owners of Massa- 
chusetts, and we think that the example of the Legislature 
of that State might well be followed elsewhere. 








THE OWNERSHIP OF CROPS SOWN BY ONE 
UNDER CONTRACT TO PURCHASE. 


An interesting question was age to the Supreme 


Court of Oregon in the case of Sievers v.: Brown, report: 
ed in 45 L. R. A., 642. Plaintiff having agreed to pur- 
chase a tract of land from defendant, paid a portion of 
the purchase price and executed his promissory note for 
the balance. Defendant thereupon executed a bond fora 
deed, whereby he covenanted upon payment of the sum 
due to convey the premises to plaintiff. Plaintiff entered 
into possession of the premises, but neglected to meet his 
obligation, whereupon defendant obtained a decree of 
foreclosure, in pursuance of which the premises were sold 
to the then original owner. There was a quantity of 
growing wheat and oats, and some hay, the latter being 
stored in the barn, all of which defendant appropriated to 
his own use. In the lower tribunal a jury, under the in- 
structions of the Court, gave judgment for the value of 
the hay. It was contended that if the crops be rega 
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as part of the realty, no title thereto vested in defendant 


under the foreclosure proceedings until the Sheriff’s deed 
was executed, and that plaintiff, having planted them, was 
the owner. 

In considering the effect of a bond for a deed, the Court 
took the view that it transfers to the obligee an equitable 
interest in the premises agreed to be conveyed, which is 
measured by the amount paid on account of the purchase 
The legal title remains in the obligor, in trust for the pur- 
chaser, who, upon payment of the entire consideration, 
acquires the whole equitable interest, and may maintain 
a suit to compel the specific performance of the contract, 
if the obligor refuses to keep his covenants. 

Commenting upon and seemingly doubting the justice 
of the English rule as laid down in Lysaght v. Edwards 
(L. R., 2 Ch.; Div. 499), and of the Wisconsin principle, 
as enunciated in Button v. Schroyer (5 Wis., 598), the 
Court observed: “A bond for a deed, unless so specified, 
does not entitle the obligee to take possession of the prem- 
ises, and hence if he enter without the obligor’s license, ex- 

s or implied, he is a trespasser. Williams v. Forbes, 
47 Ill. 148; os ll v. McKnight, 108 Ill. 570; Druse 
vy. Wheeler, 22 Mich. 439. ‘When possession is given, 
however, either by the bond or the obligor’s license, it is 
understood, in the absence of any stipulation to the con- 
trary, that the payment of interest on the deferred install- 
ments of the purchase price affords an ample considera- 
tion for the use and occupation of the premises. Cleve- 
land v. Burrill, 25 Barb. 532; Parke v. Leewright, 20 Mo. 
85; Hundley v. Lyons, 5 Munf. 342, 7 Am. Dec. 685; 
Hepburn v. Dunlop, 1 Wheat. 179, 4 L. 65.” 

“It has been held that a purchaser in possession of real 
property under the vendor’s license cannot be evicted, so 
long as he offers to perform the conditions of his agree- 
ment (Whittier v. Stege, 61 Cal. 238) ; but, if he refuses 
tocomply therewith, the vendor may treat him as a tenant 
at will (Harris v. Frink, 49 N. Y. 24, 10 Am. Rep. 318) ; 
and he thereby becomes liable to the vendor for the 
reasonable value of the use of the premises for the time 
during which he continues in possession after he abandons 
the agreement (Smith v. Wooding, 20 Ala. 324; Osgood 
v. Dewey, 13 Johns. 240; Dwight v. Cutler, 3 Mich. 566, 
64 Am. Dec. 105; Hogsett v. Ellis, 17 Mich. 351; Gould 
v. Thompson, 4 Met. 224). The application of this rule 
would render plaintiff liable to defendant for the reason- 
able rent of the land from the time the relation of vendor 
and purchaser was abrogated by the former’s refusal to 
keep his agreement, and, as corollary therefrom, he would 
undoubtedly be entitled to the crops grown thereon, as 
emblements, unless the relation of landlord and tenant 
was terminated, for it has been held that a tenant is not 
affected by a foreclosure till the sale is consummated and 
the deed delivered. Whalin v. White, 25 N. Y. 462; Al- 
len v. Elderkin, 62 Wis. 627.” 

In affirming the judgment of the lower court, the Ap- 
pellate tribunal did so upon the following grounds: “In 
Harris v. Frink, 49 N. Y. 24, 10 Am. Rep. 318, Mr. Jus- 
tice Rapallo, in commenting upon the right of a vendee to 
take the crops grown upon the premises of which he was 
I possession under a contract of purchase, says: ‘If he 
makes default in his contract of purchase, or commits 
Waste, or in any other manner terminates the tenancy by 

Is Own wrongful act, he becomes a trespasser, and may 

sued as such, or in ejectment, and he cannot dispute 
the title of the party under whom he entered (Cooper v. 
Stower, 9 Johns. 331 ; Dolittle v. Eddy, 7 Barb. 74; White- 
side v. Jackson, 1 Wend. 418; Leonard v. Pitney, 5 Wend. 
30; Jackson v. Stewart, 6 Johns. 34; Quackenboss v. 
Lansing, 6 Johns. 49); and he would, no doubt, forfeit 
right to emblements under those circumstances.’ Sec 
80 Stewart y. Doughty, 9 Johns. 108 ; Whitmarsh v. Cut- 





ting, 10 Johns. 360; Powers v. Ingraham, 3 Barb. 576. 
‘It is true,’ says Mr. Justice Folger, in Reeder v. Sayre, 
70 N. Y. 180, 26 Am. Rep. 567, ‘that a tenant, holding by 
a tenure which is uncertain as to the time at which it will 
cease, is entitled to take off, after it has ceased, the crops 
which he has sowed in the due course of husbandry. But 
if it is certain at the time when he sows how long it will 
continue, and it is plain that he cannot, before it ceases, 
reap that which he may sow, then it is his own folly if he 
sows (per Lord Mansfield, Wigglesworth v. Dallison, 1 
Dougl. 201), and he will not be permitted to reap. This 
rule does not give to the tenant any right by reason of his 
having plowed, manured, or otherwise prepared the 
ground for the seed, if he has not sowed.’ - There is mo 
evidence in the bill of exceptions tending to show when 
the seed was planted or sowed, and, this being so, it must 
be presumed, in view of the judgment, that the crops were 
not put in until after the tenancy was terminated by the 
commencement of the suit to foreclose the bond, which 
was equivalent to a notice to quit. Hill’s Anno. Laws 
(Or.) Sec. 3523.” 








THE ABOLITION OF COMMON 


RIAGE. 


LAW MAR- 


An act has been introduced in the New York Assem- 
bly by Hon. John A. Weeks, Jr., which certainly merits 
attention. By its terms the domestic relations law is 
amended so as to provide that marriages must be solemn- 
ized by clergymen or certain prescribed officers or by “a 
written contract of marriage signed by both parties.” 
Two things will be observed. First, that the provision is 
now mandatory in place of the merely permissive section 
which previously existed. Second, that the contract must 
be in writing and signed, thus doing away with the pre- 
vious theory of consensus. Before we proceed to com- 
ment upon the act in question, it may be stated that we 
are most emphatically in favor of legislation which will 
abolish common law marriage. We recognize the extreme 
uncertainty of our present law and the danger, which 
several cases have recently demonstrated exists, 
that upon the death of a wealthy man, dower 
may be claimed in his estate, not only by one, 
but even by several alleged common law _ wives. 
While in no way advocating the establishment of a system 
equal in strictness to that in force on the continent of 
Europe, we think that the laws existing in New York 
should be changed, and that speedily. As it stands now, 
the Empire State is the easiest State to become married in 
and the most difficult in which to become divorced. Let 
us see, however, whether the proposed act will accomplish 
the end designed, and, first, let us suppose that the parties 
are married by written contract and such contract is after- 
wards lost. One of them dies, and the question of mar- 
ried or not married is raised on the distribution of the 
estate. What happens? May the contract be proven by 
secondary evidence, or may it not? If the former is the 
case, will not the door be open to just as much perjury as 
exists under our present system? Will it not be easier for 
unscrupulous blackmailers to show at the trial the alleged 
existence and destruction of a marriage contract than it is 
to establish the marriage under our somewhat technical 
rules as they now exist? Taking the other view and as- 
suming that the contents cannot be proved secondarily, do 
you not make the existence and validity of the most im- 
portant of contracts depend on the mere existence of a slip 
of paper? A recent melodrama shows the hero descend- 
ing to the depths of the sea in order to obtain a mar- 
riage contract from a sunken yacht; and should the 
necessity of the permanent existence of the contract be 
established by the Court of Appeay vt is not unlikely 
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that there will be a continued run of “White Heather” 
episodes. 

In his work on “Stageland,” Jerome K. Jerome takes 
occasion to state that while he considered himself tolerably 
familiar with both common and statute law, yet the 
canons of jurisprudence, as laid down on the stage, are 
somewhat beyond him. Long familiarity, however, the 
author says, permits him to lay down several rules. 
Among these are the following: When a man dies and 
leaves a will, his property goes to the person who can get 
possession of the will. If he leaves no will, the property 
goes to the nearest villain; and (apropos of the present 
subject) “the accidental loss of the three and sixpenny 
copy of a marriage certificate annuls a marriage.” Some 
may object that an amendment might be inserted provid- 
ing for the recording of the certificate, and yet we must 
here consider the fact that in all probability not in one 
instance out of a hundred will the law be complied with 
in this particular. Secrecy is the great consideration 
in marriages of the kind in question. Our present law, 
while it has many defects, yet does protect the weak, 
though erring by preferring to call a relationship legiti- 
mate rather than meretricious. It is easy to conceive of a 
case where one of the parties had falsely stated that a 
contract was recorded, and the deluded spouse had upon 
such assumption, believing the marriage a perfectly valid 
one, only to discover, when it was too late, that the con- 
tract had disappeared and the trusted had proved 
faithless. 

We do not know whether or not the signing of 2 
contract is obligatory in marriages performed under the 
auspices of the Society of Friends, though it is usually 
done. Whether the present act would strike at a recog- 
nized cult we do not know. : 

On the whole, we scarcely think that the act, as it 
stands at present, would be much of an improvement upon 
the existing law. 








‘FHE PROPOSED PREMATURE BURIAL ACT. 





“We are reminded very forcibly that the legislative quacks 
with their cure-all panaceas in the way of new legislation are 
again with us, by the fact that the usual number of bills is 
being dumped into the legislative hopper, and that pretty soon 
the mill on Capital Hill will begin to grind. These bills relate 
to all sorts of real and imaginary evils from which the body 
politic is, or is supposed to be, suffering. We have neither time 
nor space to particularize, but one sample will do for the pres- 
ent. Last year, it will be remembered, one of the subjects pro- 
posed to be legislated upon was that of premature burial. One 
of these bills provided, as we remember it, that in order to 
prevent such a grewsome horror as burial alive, the undertaker 
was to run his knife through the heart of the suspected cadaver, 
provided, of course, that he could find the heart to do it, and 
had sufficient anatomical knowledge to reach the right spot. 
Now comes Assemblyman Gale with a bill providing that after 
September 1, 1900, no human body shall be buried without the 
use of an apparatus or mechanism, to be approved by the State 
Board of Health, that will permit the person buried to obtain 
assistance from above ground, in case he should need such 
assistance. We are further informed that Mr. Gale has in his 
possession a picture of a mechanical device which, according to 
his views, answers all the requirements. Just how this is to 
be accomplished quickly enough to be of any service, for ex- 
ample, in case the supposed corpse should signal for assistance 
at the dead of night, we are not told. Whether or not a tele- 
phone attachment would be a valuable adjunct to his device, 
is a question Mr. Gale might consider.—‘Albany Law Journal.” 


We presume that on account of our advocacy 


of an act to prevent premature burial we _ shall 
be placed, at least in the estimation of our 
friend, “The Albany Law Journal,” within the 


aforesaid class of “legislative quacks’ with “cure-all 
panaceas in the way of new legislation.” While we are per- 
fectly content to run that risk, there are really a few state- 
ments in the foregoing which we would like very much to 
reply to, in so far as space and time will permit. In the first 
place, we think that the existence of premature burial is 
now established by evidence which places the matter con- 
siderably beyond all peradventure. Of course, statistics 








= 
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are impossible from the very nature of the subject. We 
can only say that numerous well-authenticated instancy 
have occurred where premature burial has existed. Ce. 
tainly the fact that laws have been for many years in fore 
in foreign countries, notably in Germany and Austria 
would warrant us, we think, in looking at the matter jy 
anything but a merely frivolous light. Possibly such mep 
as Hufeland, Brouardel, Bouchut, Josat, Tebb, Vollum 
and a few others who recognize the existence of the dap. 
ger, would be likewise placed in the aforesaid “legislatiye 
quack” category. 

We would appreciate the courtesy very much indeed 
if the writer would kindly inform us what act intro. 
duced last year required the undertaker to run his knife 
“through the heart of the suspected cadaver.” We omit 
the remainder of the sentence. Possibly there are times 
when levity is out of place. 

After having asked for information, we shall fur. 
nish some that might possibly be of service. A device was 
recently invented by Count Karnicki, of Warsaw, Russia 
Chamberlain to the Czar, which is possibly what Mr. Gak 
has in mind. Should the corpse revive, a bell loudly rings, 
light flashes and a large metal ball rises in the air. Cer. 
tainly the senses of sight and hearing of those in the vi- 
cinity would seem to be sufficiently aroused even in the 
dead of night, and as air is furnished to the coffin, the sup- 
posed corpse may continue to exist should assistance not 
come until the daylight. The telephone suggestion is not 
a bad one, but, in view of the fact that the prematurely 
buried may call through the tube which supplies air, it is 
not as valuable as it might otherwise prove. 

Any further information upon the subject we shall be 
glad to give. 


SOME QUESTIONS PRESENTED BY THE JURY 
SYSTEM. 



















































We have always staunchly defended the system o 
trial by jury, and have most heartily and at all times agreed 
with the statement of an eminent writer, who observed 
that it was the crowning glory of our nineteenth century 
civilization that all matters touching the life, the liberty 
and the property of a citizen may be fairly and impartial- 
ly determined by twelve of his peers. That the system is 
perfect in all its details, however, no one for an instant 
believes, and the recent delay in the Molineux trial because 
of the illness of one of the panel serves to point outa 
serious defect. A similar mishap occurred during the 
progress of the recent trial of Mrs. Nack. When twelve 
men are selected from the community at large, and set 
apart for a time, it is certainly in accord with the doctrine 
of probabilities to say that, if the time be at all long, some 
may become ill, and one or more may die. In the ordinary 
run of trials such contingencies are obviously unlikely to 
arise, but in cases whose course is measured by months t 
is not at all improbable that a mistrial may result at a cos 
to the State of thousands of dollars. 


These considerations have prompted the introduction 
of an act in the New York Assembly providing for a thit- 
teenth juror in capital causes, who should be sworn ané 
hear all the testimony, but have no part in the finding o 
the verdict, except in the case of a vacancy caused by i 
capacity on the part of one of the original twelve. 

The proposed law is one which appears to merit get 
eral approval—we can certainly see no valid objectiol 
which may be urged to its passage. 

And speaking of jurors, we observed the other day # 
learned judge presuming to take a member of the bar 
task for examining each juryman separately as to his qua 
ifications. The suit at bar, while not criminal, was one if 
which many men might widely differ, and because of the 

















































Ao BAD oO 


PEBs E298 = | 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 103 








ition of the parties litigant peculiarly subject to a prej- 

udiced verdict. The spectacle of judicial interference 

the plea of “saving the Court’s time” did not, we are 
compelled to say, appeal to us as being particularly edify- 
ing. Gauged by actual minutes and seconds, the time 
saved, after deducting that which was consumed in the 
wrangle between bench and bar, which followed, was cer- 
tainly infinitesimal. Either an attorney has or has not the 
right to examine separately a panel of prospective jurors, 
and if such right exists, it is not the part or a member of 
the judiciary to interfere therewith. 

We do not suppose that any remedy will be found for 
some time to come which will prevent mistrials because of 
adisagreeing jury. The unit rule as it exists to-day cer- 
tainly has its disadvantages, though whether the difficulty 
would be remedied by permitting a verdict to stand if 
found by two-thirds or three-fourths (either with or with- 
out an increased panel) is problematical. It seems best 
to proceed with caution when it comes to altering so 
fundamental a part of our system and the question of con- 
stitutionality apart, it may be doubted whether the ex- 
periment would be a successful one. 


LEGISLATIVE CONFISCATION. 








President Logan, of the New York Bar Association, 
is the author of what is certainly a somewhat remarkable 
suggestion in the way of paternalistic legislation. In his 
address before the association, he advocated a ten million- 
dollar statutory limitation on inheritances, giving as rea- 
sons therefor the following: 

“1, There is at the present day no good purpose to be 
served by giving a man power to transmit more than 
$10,000,000. 

“2. The great power which great wealth gives cannot 
be intrusted as safely to those who inherit the wealth as 
to those who acquired it by their own exertions. 

“3. No vested right would be infringed and no in- 
justice done to any one by the proposed legislation.” 

Whether the proposed act would accomplish the ends 
sought by its advocate may well be doubted. What, for 
instance, would prevent the possessor of one of our colos- 
sal fortunes from giving away the larger portion thereof 
to the members of his family during his lifetime. But, 
apart from all considerations of enforcibility the expedi- 
ency of such legislation may well be doubted. If the Leg- 
islature has a right to restrict inheritances to ten million 
dollars, then it may restrict them to ten thousand, or, in 
fact, do away with them altogether. While the right to 
cont:o! the disposition of property after death has always 
been, nominally at least, in the law-making branch, yet 
in practice and apart from any mere academic theory 
such control has always been, and must, from its very na- 
ture, be exercised, not in the way of restricting such trans- 
fers, but in directing merely the way they shall be accom- 
plished. The right of a legislature to prohibit nuncupative 
wills is, of course, undisputed. That it may prohibit all 
methods of testamentary alienation—for that is what Mr. 
Logan’s scheme is tantamount to—may well be doubted. 

Of course, any such theory is far from constitutional, 
though little cares Mr. Logan for that fact. We think 
that but seldom has a member of what is supposed to be 
the most conservative profession in the world indulged 
in language similar to the following: 

“The State has the power to prescribe the social and 
€conomical policy which shall govern the relation of its 
people to each other and to itself, and to determine upon 
what principle the portion of the earth’s blessings that 
comes within its jurisdiction shall be distributed among 
its people. If statutes are in the way, statutes can be re- 
Pealed. If there exists constitutional limitations or re- 
Strictions, constitutions, as well as statutes, can be amend- 





ed. The State, therefore, that has the power to say that 
private property shall not exist has certainly the power to 
regulate its ownership. The greater implies the lesser.” 

Comment seems unnecessary. 

The restriction of large accumulations of wealth by 
legislation is no new proposition. Such things, however, 
usually act in a manner quite independent of any but the 
laws of action and reaction. It is but few generations 
here in America from shirtsleeves to shirtsleeves, as the 
proverb puts it, and, with but few exceptions, so few as 
almost to be numbered on the fingers of one hand, the 
large fortune gathered by the grandfather will be dis- 
persed by the grandson. There is, moreover, no proof that 
Messrs. Vanderbilt, Astor and Gould are enemies to 
the public welfare, even if they do happen to possess a 
greater share of this world’s goods than their fellow cit- 
izens. The names of all of them are connected with com- 
merical enterprises, which, if, confessedly undertaken for 
their own benefit, redound to.the advantage of their fel- 
low-men. A considerable portion of their wealth has been 
devoted to philanthropic purposes. Any step along the 
path marked out by Mr. Logan would be in the direc- 
tion of socialism, and his suggestion, we believe, should be 
emphatically and sternly rebuked by members of the bar. 

For shortsightedness, pure and simple, we have to 
commend those members of the Legislature who are en- 
gaged in advocating the tax upon mortgages. Of course, 
the amount will, in most instances, come out of the mort- 
gagor, and should the rate be six per cent., legal talent 
will, no doubt, still arrange for this being accomplished 
by adding a bonus “for services rendered.” Just what 
effect this will have upon the interest paid by savings 
banks, whose funds are usually invested in this class of 
security, likewise remains to be seen. 

We can well believe in the truth of certain statements 
contained in a recent editorial in the “Times :” “It will di- 
minish the interest paid to wage earners upon their sav- 
ings. It will make life insurance more costly. It will 
make the bonds of New York railroads sell at lower prices. 
[It is a tax upon credit, a tax upon a method of doing 
business. It tends to discourage business. It tends to 
drive out our own capital and to prevent foreign capital 
from seeking investment.” 

“In the report accompanying the bill the joint commit- 
tee estimated that the mortgage tax would reach two bil- 
lions of mortgage money and would yield to the State 
$10,000,000 yearly. Last year the State tax of 2.08 mills 
on each dollar of the $4,898,611,010 of assessed value of 
real and personal property in the State yielded $10,1869,- 
110. The committee desired to abolish altogether the di- 
rect State tax on assessed valuation, leaving real and per- 
sonal property to be taxed exclusively for local purposes. 
But they also aimed to lighten the burden on real estate. 
That they manifestly have not done. The direct tax col- 
lected last year came almost wholly from realty, as only 
$662,548,328 of personal property was reached by the as- 
sessors, the other four and one-half billions being real es- 
tate. ‘The committee bill only shifts the form, not the 
incidence, of the tax. Nearly the whole of the $10,000,000 
will still be paid by the owners of real estate, just as it 
was before. When a mortgage is taxed, it is the borrower 
that pays.” 








THE POWER OF A CORPORATION TO PUR- 
CHASE STOCK OF A RIVAL IN ORDER 
TO SUPPRESS COMPETITION. 


The U. S. Supreme Court in De La Vergne Refrig- 
erating Machine Company against German Savings In- 
stitution, et al. (decided in the October term 1899), passed 
upon the question of the right of a corporation to assign 
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its assets to another association which purchases with 
the purpose of suppressing competition. This the court 
‘held could not be done following out the recognized line 
of cases to that effect. In the course of the opinion it was 
observed: “It is true that the president of the Consoli- 
dated Company assumed to sign the contract as president, 
and to bind the company, but it is scarcely necessary to 
say that the president of a corporation has no power as 
such to make a general conveyance of the assets of the 
corporation without at least the assent of the board of 
directors. (England v. Dearborn, 141 Mass. 590, 6 N. E. 
837; Titus v. Cairo & F. R. Co. 37 N. J. L. 98, 102; Mc- 
Cullough v. Moss, 5 Denio, 567; Fulton Bank v. New 
York & S. Canal Co. 4 Paige, 129, 134; Walworth County 
Bank v. Farmers’ Loan & T. Co. 14 Wis. 325; Stokes v. 
New Jersey Pottery Co. 46 N. J. L. 237; Morawetz, Priv. 
Corp. Sect. 537; 4 Thomp. Corp. Sec. 4622). * * * 

“As the powers of corporations, created by legislative 
act, are limited to such as the act expressly confers, and 
the enumeration of these implies the exclusion of all 
others, it follows that unless express permission be given 
to do so, it is not within the general powers of a cor- 
poration to purchase the stock of other corporations for 
the purpose of controlling their management. First Nat. 
Bank, v. National Exch. Bank, 92 U. S. 122, 128, 23 L. 
ed. 679, 681; Sumner v. Marcy, 3 Woodb. & M. 105; 
Morawetz, Priv. Corp. Sect. 431; 1 Thomp. Corp. Sect. 
1102; People, Peabody, v. Chicago Gas Trust Co. 130 
Ill, 268, 8 L. R. A. 497; Milbank v. New York L. E. & 
W. R. Co, 64 How. Pr. 20; Mechanics’ & W. M. Mut. 
Sav. Bank & Bldg. Asso. v. Meriden Agency Co. 24 
Conn. 159. 

“Our conclusion upon this branch of the case is that, 
as the main, if not the sole, object of the purchase from 
the plaintiffs was to acquire their stock in the Consoli- 
dated Company, such purchase was ultra vires the Re- 
frigerating Company.” 

The court then went on to consider whether the de- 
fense of ultra vires was available not to the corporation 
assignor but to the corporation assignee whom it should 
be observed had contracted to issue stock in payment 
of the assets of the other concern. Here it is stated that 
“Whatever doubts might have been once entertained as 
to the power of corporations to set up the defense of ultra 
vires to defeat a recovery upon an executed contract, the 
rule is now well settled, at least in this court, that where 
the action is brought upon the legal contract it is a good 
defense that the corporation was prohibited by statute 
from entering into such contract, although in an action 
upon a quantum meruit it may be compelled to respond 
for the benefit actually received.” 

The earliest case in which this doctrine is distinctly 
laid down is that of Pearce v. Madison & I. R. Co. 21 
How. 441, 16 L. ed. 184, in which it appears that two 
railroad companies, which had been consolidated, gave 
their promissory notes in payment for a steamboat to 
run in connection with the railroads. It was held that, 
as there was no authority in the railroad companies to 
engage in running steamboats, there could be no recovery 
on the notes, and that as the plaintiff was not the owner 
of the boat and had sued upon the notes as an indorsee, 
there could be no recovery. The same doctrine has been 
applied to leases ultra vires a corporation, and it has been 
uniformly held that there could be no recovery upon the 
lease itself, though there might be in an action for use 
and occupation of the property. Pittsburgh, C. & St. L. 

-R. Co. v. Keokuk & H. Bridge Co. 131 U. S. 371, 384, 
33 L. ed. 157, 161, 9 Sup. Ct. Rep. 770; Central Transp. 
Co. v. Pullman’s Palace Car Co. 139 U. S. 24, 48, 35 L. 
ed. 55, 64, 11 Sup. Ct. Rep. 478; S. C. 171 U. S. 138, 
43 L. ed. 108, 18 Sup. Ct. Rep. 808; McCormick v. Mar- 





—_—— 


ket Nat. Bank, 165 U. S. 538, 550, 41 L. ed. 817, 822, 
Sup. Ct. Rep. 433; Thomas v. West Jersey R. Co. 1o1]} 
S. 71, 25 L. ed. 950; California Nat. Bank v. Kenned 
167 U. S. 362, 42 L. ed. 198, 17 Sup. Ct. ae 831; Buck. 
eye Marble & Freestone Co. v. Harvey, 92 Tenn. 116, g 
L. R. A. 252; Union P. R. Co. v. Chicago, R. I. & P.R 
Co. 163 U. S. 564, 41 L. ed. 265, 16 Sup. Ct. Rep. 1173 


The doctrine that no recovery can be had upon th 
contract is based upon the theory that it is for the interey 
of the public that corporations should not transcend th 
limits of their charters ; that the property of stockholdes 
should not be put to the risk of engagements which the 
did not undertake ; that if the contract be prohibited by 
statute everyone dealing with the corporation is bound tp 
take notice of the restrictions in its charter, whether sud 
charter be a private act or a general law under whic 
corporations of this class are organized. Zabriskie y, 
Cleveland, C. & C. R. Co. 23 How. 381, 398, 16 L. ed 
488, 497; Thomas v. West Jersey R. Co. tor U. S. 71, 5 
L. ed. 950; Pennsylvania R. Co. v. St. Louis, A. & T. 1. 
R. Co. 118 U. S. 290, and 630, 30 L. ed. 83, and 284 § 
Sup. Ct. Rep. 1094, and 7 Sup. Ct. Rep. 24; Oregon R& 
Nav. Co. v. Oregonian R. Co. 130 U. S. 1, 25, 32 L. e, 
837, 841, 9 Sup. Ct. Rep. 409: Pittsburgh C. & St. L.R 
Co. v. Keokuk & H. Bridge Co. 131 U. S. 384, 33 L. ed, 
161, 9 Sup. Ct. Rep. 770. 

As the action in this case was upon the contract, and 
as the contract was prohibited by the charter of the Re. 
frigerating Company, there can, say the court, “be no 
recovery upon it” 





A PECULIAR PHASE OF THE PRIVILEGED 
COMMUNICATIONS RULE. 





A somewhat novel question was presented to the Ap- 
pellate Court of Indiana, in the case of City of Warsaw v. 
Fisher, (55 N. E. Rep. 42). It was here held that in an 
action for personal injuries counsel for defendant may 
properly comment on the plaintiff’s failure to call as a 
witness his attending physician. The court seems to have 
taken the view that there should be no exception to the 
general rule that counsel may comment upon the ab- 
sence or non-production of testimony by an opposite 
party who is shown or presumed to be cognizant of the 
facts in issue and cite the following cases as authorities for 
the proposition that in an action for personal injuries 
should the plaintiff fail to call as a witness the physician 
who attended him, this fact may be brought to the jury's 
attention by the defendant. (Evans v. Town of Trenton, 
112 Mo. 390, 20 S. W. 614; Bullard v. Railroad Co., 64 
N. H. 31, 5 Atl. 838; Cooley v. Foltz, 85 Mich. 47, 48, N. 
W. 176). 

It should be noted, however, that two of the judges 
dissent from the foregoing, taking the view that as the 
Indiana statute provides that physicians shall not be com- 
petent witnesses concerning facts which they shall learp 
while treating their patients, the failure to call them 
cannot properly be made the subject of adverse com- 
ment. Black, J., one of them, in a clear and logical opin- 
ion considered this question and criticised the prevailing 
doctrine in a manner which leaves little to be desired. 
He observed : 

“In Insurance Co. v, Wiler, 100 Ind. 92, it was said, in dis 
cussing this statute, that, while the modern statutory changes 
in this and other States upon the subject of witnesses have not 
included the abolishment of the common-law protection of con- 
fidences between attorney and client, which in this State are 
expressly protected by statute, they have extended what was 
evidently intended to be a like protection to confidences betwee? 
physician and patient. It was there further said that the pur- 


pose of the statute is not the suppression of the truth needeé 
for reaching correct results in litigation, though ‘this may some- 
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times incidentally occur, as it may in other instances of ex- 
clusion on the ground of wise policy, but the purpose is the 
romotion and protection of confidence of a certain kind, the 
jnviolability of which is deemed of more importance than the 
results sought through compulsory disclosure in a court of jus- 
tice; and it was held that, notwithstanding the absolutely pro- 
hibitory form of this statute, it confers a privilege which the 
patient, for whose benefit the provision is made, may claim or 
waive. In Edington v, Insurance Co., 5, Hun. 1, it was said that 
the statute of New York ‘was enacted for the purpose of extend- 
ing to the relation between a patient and his physician the same 
rule of public policy by means of which the common law pro- 
tected the professional confidence existing between a client and 
his attorney. * * * and it should be interpreted and inforced 
in a liberal spirit, with a view to effectuate its purpose.’ This 
janguage was, in Association v, Beck, 77 Ind. 203, said to be ap- 
licable to our statute on the subject then in force, affording 
protection like that given by our statute now in force. Sée 
Insurance Co. v. Wiler, supra; Association v, Riddel, 91 Ind. 84; 
Turnpike Co. v. Andrews, 102 Ind. 138, 1 N. E, 364; Williams v. 
Johnson, 112 Ind. 273, 13 N. E. 872; Heuston v. Simpson, 115 Ind. 
62, 17 N. E. 261; Morris v. Morris, 119 Ind. 341, 21 N. E. 918; Iné 
surance Co. v. Deming, 123 Ind. 384, 24 N. E. 86, 375; Pennsyl- 
yania Co. v. Marion, 123 Ind. 415, 23 N. E. 973; Springer v. 
Byram, 137 Ind. 15, 36 N. B. 361; Railroad Co. v. Mushrush, 11 
Ind. App. 192, 37 N. B. 954, and 38 N. E. 871. Where a party did 
not call as a witness his attorney, who was present at the time 
of the transaction in dispute, and was present at the trial, 
though, under the rule of the court, the attorney cotild have 
testified by leave of court, or without leave by afterward with 
drawing from participation in the trial, it was held not error 
for the court to interrupt the argument of another attorney. 
and prevent him from commenting upon such omission, and 
to instruct the jury not to draw any unfavorable inference 
against the party because of such omission. Freeman v. Fogg, 
82 Me. 408, 19 Atl. 907. In Graves v. U. S., 150 U, S. 118, 14 Sup. 
Ct. 40, it was held that, the wife of a person accused of crime, 
not being a competent witness either for or against him, a com- 
ment of the District Attorney, permitted by the court, upon her 
absence from the trial, was reversible error. In Wentworth v. 
Lioyd, 10 H. L. Cas, 589, commenting upon the case of a party 
who enforces the rule against the disclosure by his solicitor of 
knowledge professionally acquired, Lord Chelmsford expressed 
the opinion that there was no analogy between a client closing 
the mouth of his solicitor ypon a question as to professional 
communications and the conduct of the jeweler in Armory v. 
Delamirie, 1 Strange, 505, who, when a mounted jewel, which 
had been found, was brought to him, took out the stones, and 
returned ‘the empty socket to the finder, and, not producing the 
jewel at the trial of the action brought to recover its value, 
was made to pay in damages the value of a jewel of the finest 
water which would fit the socket, upon the rule ‘omnia presum- 
untur contra spoliatorem.’ His lordship remarked that, to say 
that when a party refuses to permit professional confidence to 
be broken, everything must be taken most strongly against him, 
what is it but to deny him the protection which, for public 
purposes, the law affords him, and utterly to take away a privi- 
lege which could thus only be asserted to his prejudice? * * 
In Bullard v. Railroad Co., 64 N. H. 27, 5 Atl, 838, it does not ap- 
pear from the report of the case that there was any statutory 
provision respecting the competency of physicians to testify 
concerning confidential communications to them as physicians; 
and in Evans v. Town of Trenton, 112 Mo, 390, 20 S. W. 614, and 
Cooley v. Foltz, 85 Mich, 47, 48 N. W. 176, there are no discus- 
sions upon the question, and the remarks pertinent to the 
question here invelved seem unnecssary for the decision of 
those cases. It is true, as a general rule, that, where a party 
suppresses evidence, a presumption may be indulged that its 
production would be against his interest; but shall the exercise 
of the statutory privilege relating ‘to confidential communica- 
tions to a physician be classed as suppression of evidence? « If 
it be true, as a general rule. that where a party withholds evi- 
dence in his possession, and within his power to produce, which 
is pertinent to the case, and adapted to the removal of doubts 
or uncertainty, the jury may be justified in drawing the infer- 
ence or indulging the presumption that the evidence withheld 
would be injurious to the cause of the party withholding it, 
this amounts practically to a requirement to produce the evi- 
dence; and such a rule should not be extended to evidence 
which the statute permits a party to withhold. To hold that 
where the patient has asserted the privilege, and has, by his 
claim of right, excluded the testimony of the physician, this 
l raise a presumption that the testimony excluded would 
have been prejudicial to the patient, has practically the detri- 
mental effect which would accrue from the overruling of his 
objection, or the waiver of the privilege, and the admission of 
injurious testimony from ‘the physician. Where a party exer- 
his statutory right to exclude the testimony of a witness, 

there is a sufficient reason for the absence of the testimony from 
the case; and its non-production, therefore, cannot be a proper 
subject for adverse comment. The rule which the opinion of 
the majority favors would, in effect, deprive a party of his 
statutory right to treat his communications to his physician as 
Vileged, and would turn that which the statute provides for 
his protection into a snare for his trapping. The exercise of 
Statutory privilege by a party would result in benefit to 
adversary. In many cases it must be supposed the party 
securing the enforcement of the statute would sacrifice all the 
t of the evidence in his favor, and would lose his case 
timply because he did what the statute gave him an unquali- 

fed right to do.” 






























































































TOPICS OF INTEREST. 


A barbed-wire fence running diagonally from the cor- 
ner of a house across the grass on private premises to a 
street corner, which is put there to prevent people from 
taking a short cut across the grass, after plain wire has 
been found ineffectual for that purpose, is held, in Quig- 
ley v. Clough (Mass.), 45 L. R. A. 500, not to make the 
owner liable to a person who, by mistake, after dark, left 
the line of the street, walked upon the grass, and was in- 
jured by the fence. 





“Custom, even at Coney Island, has not deadened all 
sense of courtesy; and if it had, we should continue to 
think that the law of negligence has still such respect for 
the amenities of life as not per se to charge as negligence 
the surrender of a seat by aman toa woman.” This is the 
language of Judge Hatch, of the Appellate Division of the 
Supreme Court (Brooklyn) in reversing recently a judg- 
ment dismissing the complaint of Bertha Brainard against 
the Nassau Electric Railroad Company for the death of 
her husband. The Court said: “The fact that the deceased 
had an opportunity to occupy the seat vacated by his wife, 
and involuntarily surrendered such right to another pas- 
senger, does not charge him with contributory negligence 
as matter of law.” The man was standing on the running- 
board, and theré was evidence that he was thrown from 
the car by reason of a sudden violent jerk. On these facts 
the Court held that the case should have been allowed to 
go to the jury, saying: “The car was crowded with pas- 
sengers, and riding upon the running-board was not per se 
negligence.” 





One whose horses show signs of becoming unmanage- 
able while being driven at a distance from home, though 
they have hitherto been gentle and easily managed, is held, 
in Creamer v. MclIlvain (Md.), 45 L. R A. 531, to be en- 
titled to continue the trip homeward, instead of being com- 
pelled to leave them at a place where he has temporarily 
stopped. 





“Society and the Criminal” was the subject of some 
plain observations recently by Judge Mitchell, of the Penn- 
sylvania Supreme Court, in the case of Edward Cressing- 
er’s appeal from a conviction of murder (44 Atl. Rep., 
433). it was argued that evidence of a confession made 
by Cressinger was improperly admitted because the con- 
fession had been obtained by a trick. It seems that a knife 
had been produced and the prisoner had been led to be- 
lieve that it was his. Under this supposition he told where 
he had hidden his knife, and then told the story of the 
murder. The confession was not obtained through fear 
or hope. The Judge said: “The object of evidence is to 
get at the truth, and a trick which has no tendency to pro- 
duce a confession, except one in accordance with the truth, 
is always admissible. Society and the criminal are at war, 
and capture by surprise, or ambush, or a masked battery, 
is as permissible in one case as in the other.” The Judge 
cited cases in support of these last observations. Another 
feature of the appeal was the testimony of two medical ex- 
perts, who had declared the prisoner a “degenerate.” Of 
them the Judge said: “While their testimony reads like 
a lecture on- moral philosophy, it is wholly destitute of 
value in a court of justice.” The conviction was af- 
firmed. 


Three former directors of the National Bank of Com- 
merce of Tacoma made loans which were lost to the bank, 
and in an action to recover the loss it was alleged in the 
complaint that one Abbott, to whom one of these loans 
was made, was insolvent when he got the money. He, 
Abbott, brought an action of libel on the ground that the 
allegation of insolvency, not being true, was defamatory. 
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The action was dismissed on the ground that the matter 
alleged was privileged; an appeal was taken to the Su- 
preme Court of Washington on the ground that the plaint- 
iff’s constitutional rights, both State and Federal, were 
violated in that he was illegally deprived of his reputation, 
which was his property. The judgment was affirmed, the 
Court ruling that the doctrine of privileged communica- 
tion rests upon public policy, which looks to the free and 
unfettered administration of justice, though, as an inci- 
dental result, it may, in some instances, afford an im- 
munity to the evil-disposed and malignant slanderer. It 
cannot be doubted that it is a privilege liable to be abused, 
and its abuse may lead to great hardship, but to give legal 
sanction to such suits as this would give rise to far greater 
hardships. An appeal was then taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, where Justice Harlan, in af- 
firmance, said: “If reputation could be deemed property 
with the meaning of the fourteenth amendment, the State 
Court did nothing which could be regarded as depriving 
the appellant of his reputation. It only adjudged the 
words privileged, which is a matter of general law; his 
reputation was left where it was, and he was defeated in 
his effort to get a judgment and execution when he showed 
no legal ground of recovery.” 

(Abbott v. National Bank of Commerce, Tacoma, U. 
'$. Supreme Court, January, 1900.) 





The risk and duty of informing the public as to the 
character of candidates for public office was discussed re- 
cently by the Iowa Supreme Court, in the case of State 
v. Hoskins (80 N. W. Rep. 1,063). The editor and pub- 
lisher of a newspaper published in the Fourteenth Judicial 
District of that State printed a story charging a candidate 
for a judicial office with “fraudulently altering a public 
record.” For this the editor was indicted for criminal 
libel and found guilty. On appeal he did not claim that 
the charge was true, but insisted that if he published the 
article “in good faith, believing it to be true and actuated 
by justifiable motive,” he could not be convicted. In Iowa 
the truth can be shown in defense, provided the publica- 
tion is made “with good motive and for justifiable ends.” 
In affirming the conviction, the Court said: “To establish 
a qualified privilege, it must be shown that defendant be- 
lieved the charge to be true, and published it in the dis- 
charge of some duty, and we may assume that it was a 
duty on his part to make known to the electors of the 
Fourteenth Judicial District the true character of a candi- 
date for the office of District Judge.” The paper circu- 
lated outside of the Fourteenth District and outside of the 
State, and the Court held that the defendant was not priv- 
ileged in “thus making known the charge to persons in 
no way interested in the judicial election.” 





Upon a novel, and, as it appeared, an unsound ruling 
upon the right to contribution by Justice Mathew and by 
a majority of the Court of: Appeal, the House of Lords 
has delivered a valuable decision. A marine insurance 
company, which had docked an insured vessel for repairs, 
the cost of which was £82 5s., refused to pay but £80, in- 
sisting that the balance of £2 5s. was chargeable to the 
shipowner as its contribution to the docking charge. This 
contribution was demanded because the shipowner had 
taken advantage of the docking to have a survey made by 
Lloyd’s to pass a No. 1 classification, the former classifi- 
cation. The Lord Chancellor said (Lords Macnagten, 
Morris, Davy, Brampton and Robertson agreeing with 
him): “It seems a very formidable proposition, indeed, 
to say that any court has a right to enforce under the doc- 
trine of contribution what may seem to it to be just, apart 
from the common law and the statute. The courts, no 
doubt, will enforce the common law and will apply it to 


‘ 





— 


new questions of fact which arise, but it is no part of the 
common law that where a person gets some advan 
from the act of another a right of contribution to the ey. 
pense of act is put upon him. Contribution arises from 
debt, contract or from an equitable obligation. This is th. 
first time it has been sought to advance the principle thy 
where there is nothing in common between two persons 
except that one has taken advantage of something anothe 
has done, there being neither a contract between them no 
any obligation binding both, that a right to contributioy 
arises on some general principle of justice that a map 
ought not to get an advantage unless he pays for it. No 
authority can be found for any principle which covers this 
case. The Vancouver case, so-called 11 App. Cas. 573 
on which the ruling below depends, is not an authority” 
(Reuban S. S. Co., Ltd., v. London Assurance Associg. 
tion. House of Lords, Dec. 21, 1899.) 




























The following are decisions upon points of tax law: 

The assessment of shares of stock in a national bank 
without any deduction for debts or for investments in non. 
assessable government bonds is held, in McHenry v. Dovw.- 
ner (Cal.), 45 L. R. A. 737, to be unlawful when State 
banks are not taxed on shares of stock, and are alloweda 
deduction of debts. 

Personal assets of a National bank are held, in People 
v. National Bank of D. O. Mills & Co. (Cal.), 45 L. R.A 
747, to be beyond the authority of a State to tax, under 
U. S. Rev. Stat. Sec. 5219, which permits and regulates 
the taxation of the shares of stock in such corporations. 
With these cases will be found an exhaustive note on 
State taxation of National banks. 

A license tax on banks created by the State, though 
not imposed upon National banks, is held, in State v. 
Thomas Cruse Savings Bank (Mont.), 45 L. R. A. 760, 
to be not for that reason in conflict with the constitutional 
provision providing that no corporation formed under 
the laws of any other country, State or Territory shall 
have any greater rights or privileges than corporations of 
the “same or similar character” created under the laws of 
the State. This is on the ground that National banks, 
being governmental agencies, are not of the same or simi- 
lar character as banks created under State laws. 


A release by the Legislature of a claim of the State to 
a portion of decedent’s estate under an inheritance tax law, 
although the money has not yet been received, is held, in 
Matter of Stanford (Cal.), 45 L. R. A. 788, to be in vio 
lation of a constitutional prohibition against gifts by the 
Legislature to any individual or corporation, and against 
any special law releasing any indebtedness to the State. 

Notes and mortgages owned by a person who is domi- 
ciled in another State, but kept within the State by an 
agent, are held, in New Orleans v. Stemple, Advance 
Sheets U. S., p. 110, to be subject to taxation by the laws 
of the State in which they are held. 
































In in re Horgan et al., the United States District Court 
for the Southern District of New York held that the or- 
ganization of a corporation by an insolvent firm was 4 
mere fiction, making its assets those of the bankrupt part- 
ners. (See 97 Fed. Rep. 321.) It was shown that on 
Aug. 3, 1899, a voluntary petition in bankruptcy was filed 
by the firm of Horgan & Slattery, composed of the two 
partners, Arthur J. Horgan and Vincent J. Slattery, and 
the firm and its members were on that day duly adjudged 
bankrupts, and the case was referred to Stanley W. Dex- 
ter, Esq., referee in bankruptcy. As bearing on the pres 
ent question in the case, the referee certified that the fol 
lowing facts appeared in the proceedings had before him: 
The partnership, composed of Horgan and Slattery, 4 
above mentioned, was formed for the purpose of carrying 
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on the business of architects and builders, but failed in 
1894, with liabilities then amounting to about $190,000. 

Thereafter, for several years, the partners continued in 
the same business, either under the name of a corporation 
called the “Horgan & Slattery Company,” or in the names 
of their wives, in both cases drawing to their own use the 
entire net proceeds of the business. In 1898 a corpora- 
tion was formed called “Horgan & Slattery.” It was 
composed of Horgan and his wife, Slattery and his wife, 
and one James Slattery. Its capital was divided into 
1,000 shares of $10 each. Of these, Horgan, Slattery and 
James Slattery each held one share, and the remaining 

7 shares were in the names of the wife of Horgan and 
the wife of Slattery. The stated consideration for the 
issue of this stock to the wives was the conveyance by 
them to the corporation of the equity of redemption in a 
certain property; but no money was realized by the cor- 
poration on this transaction, and it was doubtful whether 
the property so conveyed was ever of any value, inasmuch 
as, when the mortgage was thereafter foreclosed, no sur- 
plus was realized on the foreclosure sale. Horgan and 
the two Slatterys each paid $10 in cash for his one share of 
stock. Horgan was president of the corporation, and 
Vincent J. Slattery, the other bankrupt, its secretary and 
treasurer, and they acted as its directors and had entire 
control of the management of its business and affairs. 
Since the formation of this corporation, Horgan and 
Slattery had each drawn from it, in the way of salary and 
advances, about $10,000, and the other stockholders had 
never received any dividends. 

At the first meeting of creditors, the referee made an 
order requiring the production of the books of the cor- 
poration ; and thereafter, on the examination of the bank- 
rupt, Horgan, at the instance of certain of the creditors, 
in compliance with the said order, he produced a book 
which he identified under oath as the ledger of the cor- 
poration of “Horgan & Slattery,” and stated that it con- 
tained all the accounts of that corporation. Counsel for 
the examining creditors then demanded that the book 
should be placed in his hands for the purpose of an ex- 
amination, and the referee so ordered. But the bankrupt, 
under advice of his counsel, refused to deliver up the 
ledger, whereupon the referee adudged him to be in con- 


The following was the opinion: 


Brown, District Judge. The examination of the 
books should be allowed and made, so far as to ascertain 
what sums, if any, were owing to the Horgan & Slattery 
corporation at the time of the adjudication, because the 
circumstances already in evidence justify the court in 
treating the corporation as a mere fiction, and the sums 
due to it as assets of the bankrupts. 

It would be intolerable if the discovery of assets in 
bankruptcy were to be embarrassed and delayed by mere 
transparent and fictitious devices to shield property from 
creditors. 

If the corporation were apparently a bona fide outside 
concern, wholly distinct from the bankrupts’ interests, I 
should agree that its books could not be thus treated and 
the case of Henry v. Insurance Co., 35 Fed. 15, would 
apply. But the circumstances indicate the contra 
(much stronger than in Tripp v. Childs, 14 Barb. 85 
and the books must be treated as in substance and reality 
those of the bankrupts themselves, and not of a genuine 
outside corporation. See Abbey v. Deyo, 44 N. Y. 347; 
Hyde v. Frey, 28 Fed. 819; Lachman v. Martin, 139 IIl. 
450, 28 N. E. 795. 

































































The case of National German-American Bank of St. 
Paul v. Lawrence et ux., decided by the Supreme Court 
of Minnesota, Oct. 19, 1899, is of some importance in 
States where statutes exist containing «a prohibition 





against one spouse being examined as a witness for or 
against the other spouse without the consent of the latter. 
he following is a portion of the opinion: 

“After the plaintiff had introduced portions of what 
purported to be the record of the testimony of the wife 
as a witness in the proceedings supplementary to execu- 
tion against her husband the attorney of the 
defendants, with the consent of the husband, called the 
wife as a witness, and, after calling her attention to the 
following portion of the record: ‘Q. As you had no prop- 
erty, real or personal, at the time of Mr. Lawrence’s as- 
signment, not exempt, tell us from what sources and in 
what manner you acquired personal and real property. 
A. I don’t think I can; these lots Mr. Lawrence bor- 
rowed money to pay for’—then asked her whether she so 
testified ; to which she replied that she did not think she 
did ; that, if she did, she misspoke herself; that Mr. Law- 
rence did not borrow the money to pay for the lots; that 
she herself borrowed it. On cross-examination, she testi- 
fied that her agent borrowed the money for her; that her 
agent was M. Lawrence, her husband. She also testified 
that her husband became her agent immediately or soon 
after he made the assignment for the benefit of creditors, 
in October, 1884, and had been her agent continuously 
ever since, down to the time of the trial (November, 
1898). Plaintiff’s counsel then asked her, “What was the 
purpose of the agency?’ to which defendants’ counsel ob- 
jected, on the grounds that it was not cross-examination, 
and was incompetent, irrelevant and immaterial. The 
Court sustained the objection, remarking that the ques- 
tion of agency should be confined to the real-estate trans- 
actions ; that it did not matter in this case whether he (the 
husband) was her agent for other purposes or not; that 
the question for consideration here was, who bought this 
property and who paid for it? The fourteenth assign- 
ment of error challenges the correctness of this ruling. 

“The evidence sought to be elicited by the question 
was both competent, material and proper cross-examina- 
tion. Here was a case where immediately or soon after 
the husband became insolvent he began ostensibly to act 
as the agent of his wife. This agency had been continu- 
ous ever since, a period of over fourteen years. The 
purchase of the property in dispute, and the alleged bor- 
rowing of money to pay for it, were transacted under this 
continuing employment of agency, as all other transac- 
tions had been during that time. The vital question in 
the case was whether this alleged agency was actual and 
bona fide, for the purpose of transacting the business of 
the wife, or merely colorable, for the purpose of enabling 
the insolvent husband to transact his own business, or 
business for himself ostensibly in his wife’s name, so a5 
to cover up from his creditors such property as he ther 
had or might thereafter acquire. This being the impor- 
tant issue in the case, it was competent to inquire as te 
the whole nature and scope of this continuing agency, 
under which it was alleged that the husband had, as agent 
of his wife, purchased these lots and borrowed the money 
to pay for them. It was also legitimate cross-examina- 
tion upon the matter elicited by the witness’ examination 

in chief, especially in view of the great latitude of ex- 
amination allowed in cases of this nature (See Cohen v. 
Goldberg, 65 Minn. 473, 67 N. W. 1,149.) The ruling 
of the Court was none the less prejudicial error, because 
the evidence introduced by the plaintiff, which induced 
the defendants to call the wife as a witness, may have 
been incompetent. It is suggested that the ruling com- 
plained of was not prejudicial, because it still left it open 
to the plaintiff to inquire of the witness as to the hus- 
band’s agency in the particular transaction of the pur- 
chase of the lots, which alone was involved in this action. 
This proceeds upon the same false theory which the 
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learned trial judge seems to have adopted, viz., that no 


evidence was admissible that did not immediately and | 


directly tend to prove who paid the consideration for the 
oad grant which was the subject of. this action. 

his is altogether too narrow a view of the scope and ex- 
tent of legitimate inquiry in an action of this nature. 
Here was a case where the wife claimed to have created 
an agency in her husband immediately or soon after he 
failed in business, some fourteen years before, and this 
alleged agency still continued and was being exercised. 
The purpose, scope, and character of this entire agency 
was a legitimate subject for inquiry, for the purpose of 
throwing light upon the real nature of the transaction 
which was immediately involved in the present case. The 
ruling of the Court effectually shut off all inquiry on the 
subject, except so far as it directly and immediately ap- 
plied to the single transaction of the purchase of these 
particular lots. 

“There is another and broader ground upon which 
the ruling of the Court was erroneous. In view of the 
object of the statutory prohibition against one spouse 
being examined as a witness for or against the other 
spouse without the consent of the latter, we are of opinion 
that the correct rule is that where one spouse, with the 
consent of the other, takes the stand and testifies in the 
case the cross-examination of the witness is not confined 
to matters inquired of in his or her direct examination; 
that, by consenting that his or her spouse may testify, 
the other spouse completely waives his statutory privilege, 
and the witness may be cross-examined concerning any 
matters pertinent to the issue on trial, regardless of the 
extent of the direct examination. There are eminent au- 
thorities holding that this is the rule in criminal cases 
where the defendant has and exercises the privilege of 
testifying in his own behalf. (See 29 Am. & Eng. Enc. 
Law, p. 670.) There would seem to be no justice or 
fairness in permitting one spouse to avail himself or her- 
self of the testimony of the other spouse as to matters 
where it would be favorable to him or her, and permitting 
him or her to withdraw consent when it came to mat- 
ters in which the testimony would be unfavorable. We 
do not wish to be understood as meaning that the waiver 
or consent should extend to communication made by one 
spouse to the other during the marriage, where such com- 
munication was not a subject of inquiry in the direct ex- 
amination. Such communications stand upon a separate, 
if not different, footing, and this question is not involved 
in this case. Indeed, we are not sure that the ruling of 
the trial court was intended to be in conflict with this 
proposition; for his exclusion of the offered evidence 
seems to have been based solely upon the ground that it 
was generally incompetent, because the inquiry as to the 
agency of the husband should be confined to what bore 
directly and immediately upon the purchase of the par- 
ticular property involved in the action. 








ARE FOODSTUFFS CONTRABAND? 


By Edwin Maxey, D. C. L., LL. D., Dean of the Law 
Department, Aurora College. 


Author of A Comparative Study of the Law of Real Prop- 
erty; Abridgement of the Principles of Equity; The Dema- 
gogue; Monograph on The Court of Star Chamber; Ex-Presi- 
dent of Palatinate College; Sometime Lecturer in Illinois Col- 
lege of Law. 





The seizure by a British vessel of American flour, in 
Delagoa Bay, which the captors claim was destined for 
use by the Boer army, changes the above question from 
a purely academic to an intensely practical one. 

Perhaps no question of international law has been pro- 
lific of more disputes than that of neutral rights. The 
intensity of feeling and desire for advantage incident to 
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war are apt to cause belligerents to overlook ney 
rights, and in their zeal to cripple an immediate enemy, ty 
forget that they in return will become neutrals and be 
transfixed by weapons of their own forging. .Yet it ofte 
happens that in politics as in optics the object nearest tp 
the eye subtends the largest angle. In determining th 
legal answer to this as to other questions of internationg 
law, there are four sources of material from which We 
may draw, to wit: precedents, treaties, opinions of ej. 
nent international law writers, and decisions of courts 
The action of the British in the present case is not with. 
out precedent, and particularly in the history of their owp 
country. In 1597, Queen Elizabeth would not allow th 
Poles and Danes to furnish Spain with provisions, alles. 
ing that “according to rules of war, it is lawful to reduc 
an enemy by famine, with the view of obliging him tp 
sue for peace.” In other words, nations are to be staryej 
into their senses. In 1625 Charles I. issued a proclamg. 
tion notifying “all manner of persons of all conditions 
that shall send or come into Spain, Portugal, Burgundy, 
or any other of the said King of Spain’s countries or do. 
minions, any manner of grain or other victuals, the sam 
shall be seized by his Majesty’s ships and the goods duly 
forfeited for the benefit of his Majesty.” In 1646, the 
United Provinces published an edict prohibiting neutr) 
nations from carrying either provisions or any other mer. 
chandise to Spain, because the Spaniards, “after having 
under the appearance of commerce, allured foreign vessels 
to their ports, detained them and made use of them 3 
ships of war.” (Grotins XV. 572.) From the fact that 
they felt it necessary to offer an excuse for their action, 
it will readily be inferred that this was not in accord with 
the law of nations as understood at that time. 

In 1793 the French Convention declared that “cargoes 
of neutral ships consisting of grain and destined fora 
hostile port might be seized for the use of France” m 
the principle of pre-emption, thus giving assent to the do- 
trine of occasional contraband, or contraband according 
to circumstances. This doctrine received its widest ex- 
tension in the war of England against revolutionar 
France. The British representative to our Government 
claimed that by the law of nations all provisions were to 
be considered contraband in the case where the depriving 
the enemy of these supplies was one of the means em- 
ployed to reduce him to reasonable terms of peace; and 
that the actual situation of France was such as to lead to 
that mode of distressing her, inasmuch as she had armed 
almost all of the laboring class of people for the purpose 
of supporting hostilities against all the governments of 
Europe. 

In 1885 the doctrine was revived to its fullest extent 
by France during her hostilities with China by declaring 
shipments of rice to any points north of Canton to be con- 
traband of war. The pretention was resisted by Grea 
Britain on the ground that, while in particular ar- 
cumstances provisions may acquire a contraband charac- 
ter, they cannot in general be so tredted. In answer, the 
French Government alleged that a special circumstance 
of such kind as to justify its action was supplied by the 
fact of the importance of rice in feeding of the Chines 
population as well as of the Chinese armies. Thus, at 
vancing the untenable doctrine that articles become com 
traband, not only by their importance in military and navd 
operations, but also by the degree in which interferenct 
with their supply will put stress upon the non-combatant 
population, Lord Granville, on behalf of the British 
Government, promptly notified France that his Gover 
ment would not consider itself bound by the decision of 
any Prize Court which would give effect to the doctrine 
put forward by France. In commenting upon 
Granville’s attitude in this case, Holtzendorff says: 
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“Man kann Lord Granville nur dankbar sein, dass er gute 
Recht der Neutralen so entscheiden gegen franzdsische 
willkir vertheidigt hat.” Fortunately, or unfortunately, 
no opportunity was afforded for learning whether the 
French courts would have upheld the views of the politi- 
cal branch of their Government, as no seizure was made 
during the remainder of the war; shipments of rice, it 
would seem, were entirely stopped by fear of capture. 
This, so far as we can find, is the last time the question 
had been raised until the present war between the British 
and the Boers. So much for precedents. 


The more important treaties on the subject are those 
made between Great Britain on the one side and Russia, 
Spain, Portugal and Austria on the other, which re- 
stricted the conveyance from their respective ports into 
France of naval and military stores and provisions, 
whether cereal grains, salt fish or other articles. The pur- 

of these were clearly to starve sense into France, 
England and the United Provinces having agreed in the 
treaty of Whitehall, signed on the 22d of August, 1689, 
to notify all states not at war with France that they would 
attack any ship bound to or coming from any port of that 
kingdom, and that they beforehand declared every such 
ship to be lawful prize. Sweden and Denmark, from 
whom some ships had been taken, entered into a counter 
treaty in 1693, for the purpose of maintaining their rights 
and procuring just satisfaction, and the two maritime 
powers, being convinced that the complaints of the two 
crowns were well founded, did them justice. 


As between Great Britain and the United States the 
treaty of 1795, better known as Jay’s treaty, contains an 
admission that provisions and other articles not generally 
contraband might become such according to the existing 
law of nations; but provides that if seized they shall be 
paid for, or, in other words, allows, as between the con- 
tracting parties, ot the practice of pre-emption. We 
quote the following from Act XVIII. of the treaty: 
“Whereas, the difficulty of agreeing on the precise cases 
in which provisions and other articles of contraband may 
be regarded as such, renders it expedient to provide 
against the inconveniences and misunderstandings which 
might thence arise, * * * whenever any such arti- 
cles so becoming contraband according to the existing law 
of nations shall for that reason be seized, * * * the 
captors, or, in their default, the Government under whose 
authority they act, shall pay the full value, with a reasona- 
ble mercantile profit thereon, together with the freight and 
also the damages incident to such detention.” ‘The dif- 
ficulty with this treaty is that the expression, “becom- 
ing contraband according to the existing law of nations,” 
is not defined in the treaty, but is left an open question; 
and here, as often happens in international law, there is 
by no means unanimity of agreement as to the construc- 
tion of terms. 

The following are the opinions of the ablest text- 
writers: Gotius divides, “Things in the hands of those 
who are not enemies, into such as have a use in war alone, 
such as have no use in war, and such as have a use in war 
and aside from war.” He says, “that in regard to this 
third class of articles, ancipitis usus—if I cannot defend 
myself except by intercepting what is sent, necessity gives 
us a right to intercept it, but under the obligations of res- 
titution, except there be cause to the contrary.” This 
classification by Grotius has, in substance, been followed 
even to the present time, but his deductions have not the 
Variations, being sometimes in one direction and some- 
times in another. 

Vattol, writing in the middle of the eighteenth century, 
says: “That the commerce of neutral nations may sub- 
sist in as great a degree of freedom as is consistent with 

laws of war. There are certain rules to be observed, 





on which Europe seems to be generally agreed. The 
first is carefully to distinguish ordinary goods which have 
no relation to war from those which are peculiarly sub- 
servient to it. Neutral nations should enjoy perfect lib- 
erty to trade in the former. The belligerent powers can- 
not with any reason refuse it, or prevent the importation 
of such goods into the enemy’s country; the care of their 
own safety, the necessity of self-defense, does not au- 
thorize them to do it, since these things will not render 
the enemy more formidable. An attempt to interrupt or 
put a stop to this trade would be a violation of the rights 
of neutral nations, a flagrant injury to them; necessity 
being the only reason which can authorize any restraint 
on their trade or navigation to the ports of the enemy. 

“Commodities particularly useful in war, and the im- 
portation of which to the enemy is prohibited, are called 
contraband goods. Such are arms, ammunition, timber 
for shipbuilding, every kind of naval stores, horses, and 
even provisions in certain junctures, when we have hopes 
of reducing the enemy by famine.” 

Ortolan insists that provisions can never be considered 
contraband. (Bk. IL., p. 179.) 

Heffter maintains that in regard to doubtful articles, 
belligerents can take measures against neutrals exporting 
them only when a destination for the enemy’s Govern- 
ment and military forces can be ascribed to them on suffi- 
cient grounds. (Sec. 160.) 

Hautefeuille contends that no product of use in peace 
or war, both, can in any case be contraband. IL., 419. 

Martens says that “where no treaties intervened, the 
powers of Europe, when they were neutral, maintained 
before 1780 (the date of the first armed neutrality) that 
only articles of direct use in war could be considered and 
treated as contraband by belligerents. (Sec. 318.) 

Holzendorff we have already quoted in another place. 

Woolsey, the great American international law writer, 
says: “The harshness of the doctrine of occasional con 
traband brought into favor the rule of pre-emption, which 
was a sort of compromise between the belligerents (if 
masters of the sea) and the neutrals. The former claimed 


‘that such articles should be confiscated, the latter that 


they should go free. Now, as the belligerent often 
wanted these articles and, at least, could hurt his enemy 
by forestalling them, it came nearest to suiting both par- 
ties if, when they were intercepted on the ocean, the 
neutral was compensated by the payment of the market 
price, and a fair profit. This rule, which was more espe- 
cially applied by English prize courts shortly after the 
French revolution, would be a relaxation of the severe 
right of war, if the doctrine of occasional contraband 
could be established, and as such be a concession to neu- 
trals.” (Sec. 197.) 

Wheaton seems to think that provisions can only be 
contraband when sent to ports actually beseiged or block- 
aded, and Bluntschli declares that this is undoubtedly the 
case. 

Calvo, the great Swiss international law writer, sa 
in the last edition of his work that “we believe it an esta 
lished principle that commerce in eatables (denrees ali- 
mentaires ) remains essentially free in time of war. (Droit 
International, IV. 25.) 

Hall, the greatest English international law writer, 
says: “The topic of the admissibility of provisions in 
general to the list of contraband of war may be put aside 
as one which is not open to serious argument. Further 
than this, it cannot be doubted for a moment, not only 
that the dentention of provisions bound even to a port of 
naval equipment is unauthorized by usage, but that it is 
unjustifiable in theory. To divert food from a large 
population when no immediate military end is to be 
served, because it may possibly be intended to form a pnr- 
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tion of supplies, would be to put a stop to all neutral trade 
in innocent articles. But writers have been satisfied with 
a broad statement of principle, and they have overlooked 
an exceptional and no doubt rare case, in which, as it 
would seem, provisions may fairly be detained or con- 
fiscated. If supplies are consigned directly to an enemy’s 
fleet, or if they are sent to a port where the fleet is lying, 
they being in the latter case such as would be required 
by ships and not ordinary articles of import into the port 
of consignment, their capture produces an analogous ef- 
fect to that of commissariat trains in the rear of an army. 
Detention of provisions is almost always unjustifiable, 
simply because no certainty can be arrived at as to the use 
which will be made of them; so soon as certainty is in 
fact established, they, and everything else which directly 
and io an important degree contributes to make an armed 
force mobile, become rightly liable to seizure. They are 
not less noxious than arms; but, except in a particular 
junct.re of circumstances, their obnoxiousness cannot be 


proved.” (International Law, Part IV., Chap. V., p. 689.) 


The decisions of the courts are more or less conflict- 
ing, the French courts taking the view that provisions are 
in no case to be treated as contraband. The English 
courts have held the opposite view. In 1673 it was ex- 
pressly asserted by Sir B. Wiseman, the King’s advo- 
cate, upon a formal reference to him, that by practice of 
the English admiralty, corn, wine and oils were liable to 
be deemed contraband. “I do agree,” says he, repro- 
bating the regulation that had been published, and ob- 
serving that rules are not to be so hardly laid down as 
to press upon neutrals, “that corn, wine and oil will be 
deemed contraband.” (Snow International Law, p. 468.) 
In 1747, in the Jonge Andreas, butter going to Rochelle 
was condemned. Salted cod and salmon were condemned 
as contraband in the Jonge Frederick, going to Rochelle 
in the same year. In 1748, in the Joannes, rice and salted 
herring were condemned as contraband. In the Jonge 
Margaretha, 1799, the High Court of Admiralty, in a 
judgment given by Sir W. Scott, England’s greatest Ad- 
miralty judge, it was decided that a cargo of cheese, cap- 
tured on a voyage from Amsterdam to Brest, was contra- 
band. After advertising to the fact, that was notorious 
to all Europe at this time, that there was in the port of 
Brest a considerable French fleet in a state of prepara- 
tion for sallying forth on a hostile expedition, and that 
the cheese were such as were exclusively used in French 
ships of war, in support of the decision he states in his 
opinion that “the most important distinction is whether 
the articles were intended for the ordinary use of life, or 
even for mercantile ships’ use; or whether they were 

ing with a highly probable destination to military use? 

f the matter of fact on which the distinction is to be 
applied, the nature and quality of the port to which the 
articles were going is not an irrational test; if the port 
is a general commercial port it shall be understood that 
the articles were going for civil use, although occasionally 
a frigate or other ships of war may be constructed in that 
port. Contra, if the great predominant character of the 
port be that of a port of naval military equipment, it shall 
be intended that the articles were going for military use, 
although the merchant ships resort to the same place, and 
although it is impossible that the articles might have teen 
applied to civil consumption; for, it being impossible tc 
ascertain the final use of an article ancipitis usus, it is not 
an injurious rule which deduces both ways the final use 
trom the immediate destination; and the presumption of 
a hostile use, founded on its destination to a military port, 
is very much inflamed if, at the time the articles were 
going, a considerable armament was notoriously prepar- 
ing, to which a supply of these articles would be eminentiv 
useful.” 





——= 


In the case of the “Commercen” it was decided by 
Supreme Court of the United States, Justice Story 
livering the opinion, that “By the modern law of natj 
provisions are not, in general, deemed contraband, py 
they may become so, although the property of a “eutral, 
on account of the particular situatimn of the war, or 
account of their destination. If destined for the ordi 
use Of life in the emeny’s country, they are not, in general, 
contraband; but it is otherwise if destined for milj 
use. Hence, if destined for the army or navy of the 
enemy, or for his ports of naval or military equipmen, 
they are deemed contraband. The facts in this case ap 
that a Swedish vessel was captured on the 16th of A 
1814, by the private armed schooner Lawrence, on a yoy. 
age from Limerick, in Ireland, to Bilboa, in Spain. Th 
cargo consisted of barley and oats, the property of Britis 
subjects, the exportation of which is generally prohibite 
by the British Government; and as well by the officig 
papers of the Custom House as by the private letters of 
the shippers, it appears to have been shipped under the 
special permission of the British Government for the sok 
use of his Britannic Majesty’s forces then in Spain. The 
goods were declared contraband. 

In the case of the Peterhoff, it was decided by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in 1866, that non. 
contraband goods belonging to the owner of a contraband 
on board the same ship are subject to confiscation. 

Chief Justice Chase, in delivering the opinion of the 
court, said: “The classification of goods as contraband 
or not contraband has much perplexed text-writers and 
jurists. A strictly accurate and satisfactory classification 
is perhaps impracticable ; but that which is best supported 
by American and English decisions may be said to divide 
all merchandise into three classes. The first consists of 
articles manufactured and primarily and ordinarily used 
for military purposes in time of war; the second, of arti- 
cles which may be and are used for purposes of war or 
peace, according to circumstances; and the third, of arti- 
cles exclusively used for peace purposes. Merchandis 
of the third class is contraband only when actually des 
tined to the military or naval use of the billigerents.” 

From the above precedents, treaties, opinions of text- 
writers and decisions of courts, selected, not because they 
favor the one side or the other, but because they throw 
light on the question at issue, we discover a definite 
tendency toward an increase of neutral rights. This is 
due partly to the increased ratio of neutral to belligerent 
trade and partly to a general desire to ameliorate the harsh 
conditions of war, which has manifested itself in many 
directions and particularly as regard non-combatants. So 
that in the present stage of development of international 
law the weight of authority is clearly against considering 
foodstuffs as contraband of war; and it is doubtful if 
neutrals will ever permit the opposite rule to be revived— 
their opposition to it on the ground of both sentiment and 
interest is too strong. If the above conclusion is correct, 
the British are not warranted in holding the Americas 
flour, even though willing to pay for it, unless they ca 
prove clearly that it was destined for the Boer army, of 
can justify their action on the ground of necessity as set 
forth in the cases of the Caroline, the Trent, and 
the Virginius. If, on the other hand, flour is contre 
band, the British are warranted in holding it, and all that 
the United States can claim is that it be paid for accort- 
ing to the provisions of the treaty of 1794.* 


* Since the above was written the British have chosen, either 
on the ground of law or policy, to release the cargo of Ame 
ican flour, thus conceding that the facts would not justify thes 
in insisting that it was contraband under the existing circul 
stances. But as their answer to the question of contraband & 
evasive, it is difficult to say whether or not they would consider, 
themselves bound by this precedent in case of a great nav? 
war to which they were a party. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL ASPECTS OF THE FEDERAL 
CONTROL OF CORPORATIONS. 


(By Prof. E. W. Huffcut, of Cornell University, being 
portions of an address delivered before the New 
York State Bar Association, at Albany, 


Jan. 17, 1900.) 


It seems to be generally conceded that there is need 

of a stricter control than now exists of the large cor- 
te combinations, monopolistic in tendency and domi- 
nating in fact, which are the most striking feature of our 
resent industrial and commercial development. How 
this stricter control shall be attained in partly a question 
of constitutional power and partly a question of political 
and economic expediency. The problem concerns itself 
with two classes of corporations—those engaged in inter- 
state commerce and those not engaged in interstate com- 
merce. Most of the corporations, of both classes, are the 
creations of State legislation and normally would be with- 
in the control of the State that created them. But most 
qorporations having any considerable business pass be 
d the borders of their own State and into the territory 

of sister States, and when within the territory of another 
State they become subject to the laws of that State or of 
the United States, so far as those laws may constitution- 
ally operate upon and effect them and their business un- 
dertakings. Thus the problem of corporate control may 
involve three factors—the State that creates the corpora- 
tion, the State into which it goes, and the United States. 
Briefly stated, the result is this: If the corporation is 
not engaged in interstate commerce it is subject to con- 
trol by the State of its creation, subject to the constitu- 
tional prohibitions against impairing the obligation of 
contracts and depriving it of its property without due 
process of law ; it becomes subject to the laws of any other 
State into which it goes, and that State may regulate its 
operations, even to the extent of prohibiting it from doing 
any business there whatever. What a State may do with 
corporations of its own creation it may do with such for- 
eign corporations admitted within its territory. (Hooper 
v. California, 155 U. S. 648; New York State v. Roberts, 
171 U. S. 658; Orient Ins. Co. v. Daggs, 172 U. S. 557.) 
If, on the other hand, it is engaged in interstate commerce, 
then the third factor—the United States—must be intro- 
duced, for since the Federal Constitution gives to Con- 
gress the power to regulate commerce, no State may usurp 
that power either by denying to the corporation the right 
to conduct business in the State (Pensacola Telegraph 
Co, v. Western Union Telegraph Co., 96 U. S. 1; Crutch- 


- ep v. Kentucky, 141 U. §.'47), or by regulating or tax- 


ing such interstate trade. (Brown v. Maryland, 12 
Wheat. 419; State Freight Tax, 15 Wall. 232; Gloucester 
Ferry Co. v. Pennsylvania, 114 U. S. 196.) 

If the corporation be one employed by the National 
Government for some end of its own, still less may the 
State deny to it necessary privileges or regulate its busi- 
ness. (Stockton v. Baltimore & N. Y. R. Co., 32 Fed. 
Rep. 9; Horn Silver Mining Co. v. New York State, 143 

. 5. 305.) 

The result of this distribution of powers under the 
Federal Constitution has been to leave the States largely 
helpless to remedy evils which are thought by the people 
of the States, or some of them, to be a menace to their 
welfare. In yielding control of interstate commerce to 
the Federal Government there has been naturally some 
serious loss to the States in general governmental power 
quite distinct from the mere inability to regulate com- 
merce. In the desire to avoid the evils of separate and 
antagonistic control of trade and commerce, the States 

ve deprived themselves of the power to control their 
Own internal affairs whenever those affairs are connected 





— 


in any direct way with commerce between the States or 
with foreign nations. 

In this situation of affairs the question naturally arises, 
What is the appropriate remedy? Laying aside all sug- 





gestions of change in the organic law, it would seem that 


there are three possible solutions. 

First, the present system of dual control may be main- 
tained with an increased harmony of action among the 
States and between the States and the National Govern- 
ment, such harmony of action being directed toward the 
stricter control of monopolistic combinations. 

Second, the National Government may by Congres- 
sional action give to the States a larger, perhaps an ex- 
clusive, control of corporations engaged in interstate com- 
merce. 

Third, the National Government may take to itself a 
larger, perhaps an exclusive, control of corporations en- 
gaged in interstate commerce. 

The first proposition demands an examination of the 
constitutional provisions by which the relative powers -of 
the State and Federal governments are determined and 
of the effect given to these provisions by judicial de- 
cisions. 

Three provisions of the Federal Constitution confer 
upon Congress the extensive powers: (1) “to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and among the several 
States and with the Indian tribes”; (2) “to lay and col- 
lect taxes, duties, imposts and excises”; (3) “to establish 
postoffices and postroads.” 

The exercise of these comprehensive powers may be 
said to be subject to these limitations: (4) “direct taxes 
shall be apportioned among the several States * * * 
according to their respective numbers”; (5) “no capita- 
tion or other direct tax shall be laid, unless in proportion 
to the census or other enumeration hereinbefore directed 
to be taken”; (6) “no tax or duty shall be laid on articles 
exported from any State”; (7) “no preference shall be 
given by any regulation of commerce or revenue to the 
ports of one State over those of another; nor shall ves- 
sels bound to or from one State be obliged to enter, clear, 
or pay duties in another”; (8) “no person shall * * * 
be deprived of life, liberty, or property without due pro- 
cess of law”; (9) “the citizens of each State shall be en- 
titled to all privileges and immunities of citizens in the 
several States.” * * * 

Under its power to regulate commerce, Congress has 
thus far passed but two acts calculated to aid the States 
in the control of monopolistic enterprises, namely, the 
Interstate Commerce Act of 1887, and the Anti-Trust 
Act of 1890. 

The Interstate Commerce Act was passed to regulate 
interstate transportation rates, after it had been decided 
(Wabash, &c., R. v. Illinois, 118 U. S. 557) that the States 
could not regulate such rates within their own territory. 
This act, as interpreted by the courts, places upon inter- 
state carriers a prohibition against unjust or unreasona- 
ble rates and against unjust discriminations, but other- 
wise leaves them free as they were at common law to 
make special contracts looking to the increase of business, 
to classify traffic, to adjust and apportion rates so as to 
meet the necessities of commerce, and generally to man- 
age their own business in their own way. (Interstate 
Commerce Commission v. Railway Co., 167 U. S. 479.) 
The commission appointed under the act is charged 
mainly with the duty of investigating questions as to the 
reasonableness of the rates established or questions as to 
unjust discriminations, and is not authorized to fix rates. 
(Interstate Commerce Commission v. Alabama Midland 
Ry., 168 U. S. 144.) To this end it may require the at- 
tendance of witnesses and the production of books and 
papers. (Interstate Commerce Commission v. Brimson, 
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154 U.S. 477, 155 U. S. 3.) But its powers as thus de- 
fined are not extensive, and perhaps the criticism of Mr. 
Justice Harlan (168 U. S. 176) is justified, that “it has 
been shorn by judicial interpretation, of authority to do 
anything of an effective character.” 


The Anti-Trust Act (26 Stat. at Large 209) was 
passed to prohibit monopolistic combinations, in restraint 
of interstate or international commerce. It has been the 
subject of several adjudications by the Supreme Court, 
and from these it is possible to deduce the following con- 
clusions as to the effect of the legislation: (1) A re- 
straint of business not included in the category of inter- 
state commerce is not within the prohibitions of the act 
(United States v. E. C. Knight Co., 156 U. S. 1); (2) 
a combination which, although affecting interstate com- 
merce, does not restrain it, that is, does not exclude the 
operation of competition, is not within the act (Anderson 
v. United States, 171 U. S. 604) ;(3) any combination which 
restrains interstate commerce, whether such restraint is il- 
legal at common law or not, is illegal under the act and 
may be enjoined at the suit of the United States, although 
the rates fixed by the combination may be reasonable and 
fair (United States v. Trans-Missouri Freight Ass’n, 166 
U. S. 290; United States v. Joint Traffic Association, 171 
U. S. 505 ; Addystone Pipe and Steel Co. v. United States, 
175 U.S., 20S. C. R. 96. 

The joint control of corporations by the States and 
the National Government, while it has led to a good many 
inconveniences, has not heretofore seemed wholly inade- 
quate to meet existing conditions. But with the present 
marked tendency to consolidate competing interests into 
one corporation, and with the present marked tendency 
to offer to such aggregations a favorable habitat, the 
question becomes a practical and pressing one, whether 
the dual control heretofore exercised ought not to make 
way for an undivided control—not of interstate com- 
merce, for that is already solely in the hands of Congress 
—but of corporations engaged in interstate commerce, 
either by giving to the States, if that be possible, full 
power over corporations engaged in interstate commerce 
or by reserving to the Federal Government, if that be pos- 
sible, full control over them. 

Turning now to the second possible solution of the 
— we are met at the threshold with these questions: 

ay Congress delegate to the States full control over 
corporations engaged in interstate commerce? May it 
place such corporations in the same position as concerns 
their right to do business in a State as that occupied by 
non-trading corporations? May it enact, constitution- 
ally, that corporations engaged in interstate commerce 
shall, upon entering the territory of a State, be subject to 
the laws of that State, and that its right to enter the ter- 
ritory of a State shall depend upon the laws of that 
State? 

There is no direct authority known to me upon this 
point. But such authority as there is casting light upon 
the problem seems to support the thesis that Congress 
may grant to a State regulative power over interstate 
commerce, which, in the absence of such legislation, the 
State would not possess. Thus where the Supreme Court 
had held invalid a State law authorizing a bridge over the 
Ohio because such bridge obstructed navigation, it there- 
after held that a subsequent act of Congress declaring 
such bridge to be a lawful structure superseded its former 
judgment and validated the State legislation. (Pennsyl- 
vania v. Wheeling & Belmont Bridge Co., 18 How. 421.) 
Again, after the Supreme Court had decided (Leisy v. 
Hardin, 135 U. S. 100) that State legislation forbidding 
the sale of intoxicating liquors imported into the State 
in the original package was invalid as a regulation of 
commerce, it afterward held that a subsequent act of 
Congress (the “Wilson Act,” 26 Stat. at Large 313), 
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providing that such liquors should be subject to the Sta 
laws, was a valid exercise by Congress of its power ty 
regulate commerce, and that the State laws thereaiter op. 
erated upon and affected such Kiquors (In re Rahrer, 
U.S. 545). It is true that the court is careful to say that 
Congress did not delegate thereby to the States its powe 
to 1egulate interstate commerce, nor use terms of per- 
nuss‘on to the States to act, but that it simply removed 
an impediment to the enforcement of State laws cr 

in the absence of a specific indication of the will of Cog. 
gress. It is familiar doctrine that where Congress has 
not acted, its silence is to be taken as an indication of jt, 
will that commerce shall be free. By speaking in this 
case Congress repelled this presumption and _ indicated 
how and to what extent interstate trade in a particular 
article of commerce should be restricted. But this it dig 
by subjecting the article to the laws of the various States 
It is obvious that Congress thereby gave to every State 
power to regulate interstate traffic in intoxicating lig 
uors to the extent of prohibiting a resale in the original 
package. ; 

In the recent case of Scott v. Donald (165 U. S. 97, 
107), arising under the South Carolina Dispensary lay, 
it was held that the law was invalid so far as it forbade 
the shipping of liquor into the State for the use of the 
consignee, because the Wilson act did not authorize the 
State law to operate until the liquor was in the State 
and at its destination. In Rhodes v. Iowa (170 U. §, 
412) it was held that the Wilson act did not permit the 
State to stop the liquor at the State line or authorize the 
law to operate upon it until it was in the hands of the 
consignee. In Vance v. Vandercook Co. (170 U. §, 
438). it was held, under the South Carolina Dispensary 
law, that the law as amended was valid so far as it for- 
bade xhe sale of original packages, although the State did 
not prehibit the sale of such liquor altogether, but merely 
regulated it. 


Another example of Congressional delegation of 
power to the States over intefstate commerce is found in 
the act (U. S. Rev. St., Sec. 4280) subjecting explosives 
in transit through a State to the laws of the State, and 
authorizing States to prohibit the introdution of such ex- 
plosives for sale or use, at their discretion. A very early 
example of the same sort of legislation is found in the 
act of Feb. 28, 1803 (2 Stat. at Large, 205), forbidding 
the importation from abroad of negroes into any State 
whose laws forbade such importation. In the same way 
State quarantine laws (1 Stat. at Large, 619) and State 
pilotage laws (U. S. Rev. Sts. 4235-6) have by Congres- 
sional action been made operative upon international and 
interstate commerce. So, also, Congress has yielded to 
the States power to tax the shares of National banks 
(U. S. Rev. St. 5219). 

There is at present a Federal statute forbidding the 
importation of convict-made goods (30 Stat. at Large 211, 
331). A similar State law forbidding the introduction 
into the State of convict-made goods has been declared 
unconstitutional because regulative of interstate commerce 
(People v. Hawkins, 157 N. Y., 1). But if, following 
the suggestion of Gov. Roosevelt in his last annual mes- 
sage, Congress should enact that the laws of a State shal 
operate upon and affect convict-made goods brought 
from another State equally with those made and sold it 
the State, would not this be a valid method of regulating 
commerce within the decision based upon the Wilson 
act (In re Rahrer, 140 U. S. 545)? The civil rights laws 
of the States have been held invalid so far as they regu 
late interstate commerce (Hall v. DeCuir, 95 U. S. 485). 
But if Congress should provide that such laws shall op- 
erate upon and affect interstate commerce, would not such 
an act fall within the same doctrine? 
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If, now, Congress may enact that the laws of a State 
to restrict the sale of intoxicating liquors, or the 
s arising from the transportation and the use of 
aieives, shall operate u and affect interstate com- 
merce, and if, as saanaiil Chained may enact that the 
laws of a State concerning convict-made goods or civil 
rights, etc., shall operate upon and affect interstate com- 
merce, is it not reasonable to hold that it may enact that the 
laws of a State concerning foreign corporations shall op- 
erate upon those engaged in interstate commerce equally 
with those engaged in insurance (Paul v. Virginia, 8 
Wall. 168) or bill brokerage (Nathan v. Louisiana, 8 
How. 73), not held to be engaged in interstate commerce? 
It must be remembered that a o ration is not a citi- 
zn within the meaning of Art. IV., Sec. 2, of the Fed- 
eral Constitution, and all that prevents a State from con- 
trolling a foreign corporation is the commerce clause. If, 
in the exercise of its powers under that clause, Congress 
should remove the impediment to State regulation of such 
corporations, there would seem to be no reason why the 
States could not protect themselves by their own laws 
inst the usurpations of monopolistic combinations. 
may do so now as to combinations, whether in form 
of corporations or “trusts,” created for non-trading pur- 
. They could do so then as to trading corpora- 
tions, and thus a very complete scheme of State control 
over corporations could be worked out. 

To sum up: A tion has no inherent right to. 
go into another State than that of its origin. The only 
corporations that escape this rule are those engaged in 
interstate commerce (or those chartered by Congress, 
which are not now under consideration). Congress, in 
the exercise of its powers to regulate commerce among 
the States and with foreign nations, may remove the im- 





pediment to the operation of State laws upon such com- 
merce. It may, therefore, remove the impediment to the 
operation of State laws upon corporations engaged in in- 
terstate or international commerce. This would commit 
the control of all domestic and foreign corporations in 
any State to the Legislature of that State. 

Turning now to the third possible solution of the 
problem, we face the inquiry whether the United States 
may, under the Federal Constitution, limit the right of 
corporations to engage in interstate commerce to cor- 
porations created by Coe s, and thus take to itself the 
entire practical control of such corporate enterprises. 


There are, perhaps, three ways in which Congress 
could effectively exercise a power to restrict or destroy 
the business of State corporations engaged in interstate 
commerce. (1) It might forbid to such corporations as 
fall within a definition of monopoly the use of the mails. 
(2) It might tax State corporations upon their interstate 
commerce. (3) It might directly prohibit State cor- 
porations from engaging in interstate commerce. 

(1) Congress has exercised the right to exclude from 
the mails letters or circulars concerning lotteries or other 
enterprises in which there is the element of chance (act of 
Sept. 19, 1890; 26 Stat. at L. 465), and this legislation 
has been held constitutional.. (In re Jackson, 96 U. S. 
727; in re Rapier, 143 U. §. 110.) It has exercised the 
tight to prohibit the carriage of indecent publications and 
articles in the mails or by interstate carriers (25 Stat. at 
L. 496; 29 Stat. at L. 512). It has forbidden the trans- 
portation of diseased cattle or meat, or cattle or meat 
which has been exposed to infection (23 Stat. at L. 31; 26 
Stat. at L. 1089). All of these acts are a proper exer- 


cise of the Federal police power. But it is now clear: 


that the police power is not confined to the protection of 
health or morals, or safety, but extends to the protection 
of the reasonable and convenient exercise of private rights 





Why, then, may not Congress denounce monopolistic com- 
binations, whether in the form of corporations or not, as 
a hindrance to such rights and deny to such combinations 
the use of the mails? If it may denounce gambling con- 
tracts into which persons voluntarily enter, and forbid 
such contracts to be made or executed by the use of the 
mails, a fortiori it may denounce a monopoly which com- 
pels the people at large to buy the necessaries of life at a 
price fixed by the monopoly, and may deny to it the use 
of the mails. 

(2) In like manner Congress has exercised its powers 
of taxation to render impossible, because unprofitable, the 
continuance of business Ss State corporation over which 
Congress desired to assume the control vested in it by the 
Federal Constitution. 

When the National Government determined to sup- 
press the evils arising from the want of uniformity and 
adequate control in the laws of the various States author- 
izing or permitting the issue of circulating notes as a 
medium of exchange, it resorted to the expedient of pro- 
viding for the formation of banking ae under 
a Federal law and the reorganization of State banking 
corporations under the Federal law, and supplemented 
this legislation with a tax on the issues of State banks 
which rendered it impossible for them to continue their. 
issues at a profit. This legislation was sustained as with- 
in the constitutional powers of (Veazie Bank 
v. Fenno, 8 Wall. 533; National Bank v. United States, 
101 U. S. 1). And it was held that it required no con- 
current action on the part of the States to enable the 
State corporations to reorganize as Federal corporations 
(Carey v. Galli, 94 U. S. 673). 

The logical result of this decision was recognized by 
the court. Mr. Justice Nelson, in dissenting from the 
judgment of the court in Veazie Bank v. Fenno (p. 556}, 
pointed it out very distinctly in these words: “It is true 
that the present decision strikes only at the power to 
create banks, but no person can fail to see that the prin- 
ciple involved affects the power to create any other de- 
scription of corporations, such as railroads, turnpik 
manufacturing companies, and others.” ; 

The legislation in question, supplemented by the de- 
cision that it is a valid exercise of the Federal power, sug- 
gests the method of securing a uniform Federal control 
of corporations engaged in interstate commerce. A na- 
tional act which should provide for the incorporation of 
trading companies and the reorganization of State trad- 
ing corporations under the Federal act, supplemented by 
a tax upon the interstate business of the State corpora- 
tions, would lead to a uniformity similar to that attained 
in the case of banks of issue, and would place all such 
interstate business, so far as it is carried on by corpora- 
tions, strictly within the control of the Federal ‘ 

But would such legislation be constitutional? I be- 
lieve that it would, and for the following reasons: 

First—The power to regulate interstate commerce is 
unquestionably confided exclusively to Congress, and is 
restricted, if at all, by Congressional — in the 
exercise of a concurrent power of the States, so far as 
that operates for merely local ——~ and is not de- 
signed to regulate, and does not directly regulate, such 
commerce. (Gibbons v. Ogden, 9 Wheat 1; Brown v. 
Maryland, 12 Wheat 419; Cooley v. Port Wardens, 12 
How. 229; The License Cases, 5 How. 504; Mobile v. 
Kimbally, 102 U. S. 691; Bowman v. Chicago & N. W. 
Ry., 125 U. S. 465; Leisy v. Hardin, 135 U. S. 100; in re 
Rahrer, 140 U. S. 545; Addystone Pipe and Steel Co. v. 
United States, 20 S. C. R. 96.) 

Second—Where Congress is given a it is given 
the supplementary power “to make all laws which shal} 





(Lake Shore & Mich. So. Ry. v. Ohio, 174 U. S. 285). 


be necessary and proper for carrying into execution the 
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‘foregoing powers” (Const., Art. I., Sec. 8, Subs. 18), and 
~this: includes the power to create such corporations or 
-sagencies: of the Government as may be deemed necessary 
(McCulloch v. Maryland, 4 Wheat. 316; Truxton v. 
i North River Bridge Co., 153 U. S. 525). In the exer- 
~cise of this power Congress has created banking corpora- 
‘tions-(1 Stat. at Large, 171; 12 Ib. 666; 13 Ib. 99; 21 
« Bb. 66; 22: Ib. 162; Rev. Stat., p. 992) ; railroad and tele- 
sey companies (12 Stat. at Large 489; 13 Ib. 365; 14 
b. 292; 16 Ib. 573; 17 Ib. 59); bridge companies (26 
+ Stat. at Large 269; The Nicaragua Canal Company (25 
- Stat. at Large 673) ; savings and trust company (13 Stat. 
- at Large 510); insurance company, though perhaps this 
- was as a legislature for the District of Columbia (12 Stat. 
at Large 428 ; 27 Ib. 29) ; and perhaps other corporations. 
‘+ It has been held that the State cannot tax such cor- 
+ porations without the consent of Congress (California 
v. Pacific R. Co., 127 U. S. 1), and that under the act 
of March 3, 1875, they are entitled to remove their causes 
into the Federal Courts (Pacific Railroad Removal Cases, 
+415 U.S. 2), though doubtless Congress could deny them 
»this right if it thought fit. 


Such corporations might, and probably would, do a 

, domestic business within the States, but, if so, they would 
be subject to the rule that where Congress creates a cor- 
_. poration and remains silent as to its merely domestic busi- 
ness, its silence is equivalent to a declaration of intention 
_that the corporation should be subject to State laws as 
to such domestic business (Reagan v. Mercantile Trust 
. Co., 154.U. S. 413; Smyth v. Ames, 169 U. S. 519-522). 
Third—A tax upon the commercial operations of cor- 
porations engaged in interstate commerce is not a direct 
tax, for it is not a tax upon real or personal property or 
“upon the income derived from real or personal property. 
In Pollock v. Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co. (158 U. S. 601, 
637), the majority of the court, while holding a tax on 
the income of realty and personalty a direct tax, are care- 
ful to state that “we do not mean to say that an act 
* * * might not lay excise taxes on business, priv- 
ileges, employments and vocations.” In Nicol v. Ames 
(173 U. S. 509), the court held the stamp tax on sales 
made at an exchange or board of trade to be an indirect 
tax or excise and not a direct tax on the property sold 
or on the members who engaged in the business, although 
the tax is measured by the value of the property sold. 
“The same case held further that the tax was not ob- 
jectionable for want of uniformity. It is true the court 
places its decision upon the ground that it is a tax upon 
the facilities offered at an exchange, and suggests that a 
tax upon a sale made in any place would be practically a 
4ax upon property, because taking no notice of any kind 
of privilege or facility. But the privilege or facility of- 
fered to a corporation to engage in interstate commerce 
is of two kinds: (1) the privilege to be a corporation 
which is derived from the State and cannot be taxed by 
the Federal Government, and (2) the privilege to en- 
gage in interstate commerce, which is beyond the control 
_of States and within the control of Congress, and may, 
therefore, be taxed by the power that confers or permits 
it. ‘This offers, it seems to me, the basis of classification 
which is necessary to the laying of such a tax, and 
brings the case into harmony with the leading cases on 
Federal taxation. (Veazie Bank v. Fenno, 8 Wall. 533; 
National Bank v. United States, tor U. S. 1; Scholey v. 
Rew, 23 Wall. 331; Pollock v. Farmers’ Loan & Trust 
Co., 157 U. S. 429; on rehearing, 158 U. S. 601 ; Nicol v. 


' Ames, 173 U. S. 509.) se 


Practical difficulties might arise in determining when 
an article sold by a corporation has become a part of in- 
‘*‘terstate comrtierce, and so the transaction one subject to 





a 
the privilege tax, but this difficulty is no greater than 
now experienced in determining the same question when 
the right of a State to tax or regulate interstate co 

is questioned. (Brown v. Maryland, 12 Wheat. gio. 
Brown v. Houston, 114 U. S. 622; Cole v. Erroll, 1% 
U. S. 517; Leisy v. Hardin, 135 U. S. 100; Pitts 
&c. Co. v. Bates, 156 U. S. 577; Base v. Engle, 34 Nf} 
L. 425.) 


(3) Probably Congress might, if it saw fit, act directly 
by prohibiting State corporations from engaging in jp. 
terstate commerce. It must be remembered that a cy. 
poration has no right outside of the State of its origin 
except such rights as the State into which it goes iy 
pleased to grant it, except that the State into which i 
goes cannot deny it the right to engage in interstate com. 
merce, because the State has no power over such com. 
merce. In other words, it is not the strength of the cor. 
poration but the impotence of the State that enables the 
corporation to do such business within the territory of 
the State. But the National Government has precisely 
the power which is denied to the State. To it is com. 
mitted the power to regulate interstate commerce. [It 
therefore, may do what the State may not do, forbid a cor. 
poration to engage in interstate commerce. It cannot kk 
that in the division of powers anything has been lost. If 
the State has lost, the nation has gained. If the cor. 
poration could have been prevented from entering an- 
other State before the Constitution was in effect, th 
power to prevent it must still be lodged somewhere, unless 
it has been expressly denied by the Constitution to both 
State and nation. No such denial of the power can k 
found in that document. Therefore, since the State 
have no longer the power to prevent a corporation from 
engaging in interstate commerce, the nation must have 
become the recipient of the power by the very terms of 
the provision that impliedly denied it to the States. 1 am 
unable to see any escape, thefefore, from the conclusion 
that Congress, under the power to regulate commerce 
among the States, may fix the terms on which corpor- 
tions may conduct such business or may prohibit them 
from engaging in it at all. If this be not true, thena 
single State may create an artificial being that is nota 
citizen of any State (save merely for jurisdictional pur- 
poses), or of the United States, and which no other oa 
or States, nor yet the United States, can control when it 
passes outside of the State of its origin. It is impossible 
to hold that one State can thus foist upon the other States 
and upon the United States an ungovernable creature of 
this sort, a legalized and irresponsible Frankenstein. 


Whether, finally, we are to go on under the presentsys- 
tem of dual control, or whether we are to have a system 
of exclusive State control, or whether we are to have 
system of exclusive Federal control, seems to be within 
the province of Congress to decide. The present system 
rests upon a long development and commends itself to the 
conservative and the cautious. Whether it is satisfactory, 
or can be made so, is for the economists and statesmen 10 
determine. The system of exclusive State control would 
doubtless lead to different results in different States, and 
while it might create some confusion and inconvenience, 
and even hardship, it would eventually furnish a bass 
for a comparative study of the different experiments. 
Whether this loss in uniformity would overbalance the 
gaipstrom diversity, I do not pretend to say. 
point out that such diversity would furnish the data for 
a later movement looking toward uniformity in case such 
a movement should later seem desirable. The system 
exclusive Federal control would seem, perhaps, the ! 
outcome of the constitutional provision giving to Cor 
gress the power to regulate interstate commerce. I a 
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even disposed to think that it will be the ultimate solution 
of the present problems. Whether the time is now ripe 
for it, or whether we need rather to proceed first with ten- 
tative experiments under one of the other two methods, 


jg a question upon which we may well hear more before 
we make haste to decide. 


RECENT DECISIONS. 


f the latest decisions of Appellate and Supreme Courts upon com- 
aoe ecporetien and financial matters and involving pointe of practice valu- 


able to commercial attorneys. 


THE CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE TORRENS 
LAW. 


Tyler v. Judges of the Court of Registration (Su- 
preme Court of Massachusetts, decided Jan. 3, 1900). 

The Torrens Act of 1898 is constitutional. 

J. L. Thorndike for petitioner. 

H. M. Knowlton, Attorney-General, and 

F. T. Hammond, Assistant Attorney-General, for respon- 














deny OLMES, c. J. This is a petition for a writ of prohibition 
against the judges of the Court of Registration established by 
St. of 1898, c. 562, and is brought to prevent their proceeding 
upon an application concerning land in which the petitioner 
claims an interest. The ground of the petition is that the act 
establishing the court is unconstitutional. Two reasons are 
urged against the act, both of which are thought to go to the 
root of the statute and to make action under it impossible. The 
first and most important is that the original registration de- 
prives all persons except the registered owner of any interest 
in the land without due process of law. There is no dispute 
that the object of the system, expressed in § 38. is that the 
decree of registration “shall bind the land and quiet the title 
thereto,” and “shall be conclusive upon and against all persons” 
whether named in the proceedings or not, subject to few and 
immaterial exceptions. And this being admitted, it is objected 
thdt there is no sufficient process against, or notice to, per- 
sons having adverse claims in a proceeding intended to bar 
their possible rights. 

The application for registration is to be in writing and 
signed and sworn to. It is to contain an accurate description 
of the land, to set forth clearly other outstanding estates or 
interests known to the petitioner, to identify the deed by which 
he obtained title, to state the name and address of the occu- 
pant, if there is one, and aso to give the names and addresses, 
so far as known, of the occupants of all lands adjoining, § 21. 
As soon as it is filed, a memorandum containing a copy of the 
description of the land concerned is to be filed in the registry 
of deeds, § 20. The case is immediately referred to an ex- 
aminer (appointed by the judge, § 12), who makes as full an 
investigation as he can and reports to the court. § 29. If in 
the opinion of the examiner the applicant has a good title as 
alleged, or if the applicant after an adverse opinion elects to 
proceed further, the recorder is to publish a notice by order of 
the court in some newspaper published in the district where 
any portion of the land lies. This notice is to be addressed 
by name to all persons known to have an adverse interest, and 
to the adjoining owners and occupants so far as known, and 
to all whom it may concern. It is to contain a description of the 
land, the name of the applicant, and the time and place of 
the hearing, § 31. A copy is to be mailed to every person 
named in the notice whose address is known, and a duly at- 
tested copy is to be posted in a conspicuous place on each 
parcel of land included in the application, by a sheriff or deputy 
sheriff, fourteen days at least before the return day. Further 
notice may be ordered by the court, § 32. 

It will be seen that the notice is required to name all per- 
sons known to have an adverse interest, and this of course in- 
cludes any adverse claim, whether admitted or denied, that 
may have been discovered by the examiner, or in any way 
found to exist. Taking this into account, we should construe 
the requirement in § 21 concerning the application, as calling 
Upon the applicant to mention not merely outstanding interests 
which he admits, but equally all claims of interest set up 
although denied by him. We mention this here to dispose of 
&n objection of detail urged by the petitioner, and we pass to 
the general objection that, however construed, the mode of 
Notice does not satisfy the constitution, either as to persons 
residing within the State upon whom it is not served or as to 
Persons residing out of the State and not named. 

If it does not satisfy the constitution a judicial proceed- 
ing to clear titles against all the world hardly is possible, 
for the very meaning of such a proceeding is to get rid of un- 

own as well as known claims—indeed, certainly against the 
unknown may be said to be its chief end—and unknown claims 
cannot be dealt with by personal service upon the claimant. It 
seems to have been the impression of the Supreme Court of 
Ohio, in the case most relied upon by the petitioner, that such 
& judicial proceeding is impossible in this country. State v. 
Guilbert, 56 Ohio, Sts. 675, 629. But we cannot bring ourselves 
to doubt that the Constitution of the United States and of 

husetts, at least, t it as fully as did the common 
law. Prescription or a tute of limitations may give a title 








good against the world and destroy all manner of outstanding 
claims without any notice or judicial proceeding at all. Time 
and the chance which it gives the owner to find out that he 
is in danger of losing rights are due process of law in that 
case. Wheeler v. Jackson, 137 U. 8S. 245, 258. The same result 
used to follow upon proceedings which, looked at apart from 
history, may be regarded as standing half way between statutes 
of limitations and true judgments in rem, and which took 
much less trouble about giving notice than the statute before 
us. We refer to the effect of a judgment on a writ of right 
after the mise joined and the lapse of a year and a day. Booth, 
Rea! Actions, 101, in margin; Fitz. Abr. Continual Claim, pl. 7; 
Faux Recovere, pl. 1; Y. B. 5 Ed. III. 51, pl. 60, and of a 
fine with proclamations after the same time or by a later 
statute after five years. 2 Bl Comm. 354, 2 Inst. 510, 518. St. 
18 Ed. L., modus, levandi fines. 34 Ed. III., c. 16; 4 Hen. VIL 
c. 24; 32 Hen. VIIL, c. 36. It would have astonished John Adams 
to be told that the framers of our Constitution had put an 
end to the possibility of these ancient institutions. A somewhat 
similar statutory contrivance of modern days has been held 
good. Turner v. New York, 168 U. S. 90. Finally, as was’ 
pointed out by the counsel for the petitioners, a proceeding in 
rem in the proper sense of the word might give a clear title 
without other notice than a seizure of the res, and an exhibi- 
tion of the warrant to those in charge. 2 Browne, Civ. & 
Adm. Law, 398. The general requirement of advertisement in 
admiralty cases is said to be due to rules of court. U. 8. 
Adm. rule 9. Betts, Adm. Practice (1838), 33, 34, App. 14. 

The prohibition in the Fourteenth Amendment against a 
State depriving any person of his property without due pro- 
cess of law, and that in the twelfth article of the Massachu- 
setts Bill of Rights refer to somewhat vaguely determined 
criteria of justification, which may be found in ancient prace 
tice, Murray v. Hoboken Land “®ox48.How. 272, 277, or which 
may be found in convenience and substantial justice, although 
the form is new. Hurtado v. California, 110 U. S. 516, 528, 631; 
Holden v. Hardy, 169 U. S. 366, 388, 389. The prohibitions.must 
be taken largely with a regard to substance rather than to 
form, or they are likely to do more harm than good. It is 
not enough to show a procedure to be unconstitutional to say 
that we never heard of it before. Hurtado vy. California, 110 
U. S. 516, 5387. Looked at either from the point of view of 
history or of the necessary requirements of justice, a proceed- 
ing in rem dealing with a tangible res may be instituted and 
carried to judgment without personal service upon claimants 
within the State or notice by name to those outside of it, and 
not encounter any provision of either Constitution. Jurisdic- 
tion is secured by the power of the court over the res. As we 
have said, such a proceeding would be impossible were this 
not so. for it hardly would do to make a distinction between the 
constitutional rights of claimants who were known and those 
who were not known to the plaintiff, when the proceeding is 
to bar all. Pennoyer v. Neff, 9 U. S. 714, 727; The Mary, $ 
Cranch, 126, 144; Mankin v. Chandler, 2 Brock. 125, 127; Brown 
v. Levee Commissioners, 50 Miss. 68, 481; 2 Freeman, Judgments, 
4th ed. §§ 606, 611. In Hamilton v. Brown, 161 U. S. 256, a 
judgment of escheat was held conclusive upon persons noti- 
fled only by advertisement to all persons interested. It is true 
that the statute under consideration required the petition to 
name all known claimants and personal service to be made on 
those so named. But that did the plaintiffs no good, as they 


were not named. So a decree allowing or disallowi a will 
binds everybody, although the only notice of the eeding 
given be a general notice to all persons interest And in 


this case, as in that of escheat just cited, the conclusive effect 
of the decree is not put upon the ground that the State has an 
absolute power to determine the persons to whom a man’s 
property shall go at his death, but upon the characteristics of 
a proceeding in rem. Bonnemort v. Gill, 167 Mass. 338, 340. 
See 161 U. S. 263, 274. Admiralty proceedings need only to be 
mentioned in this connection, and further citation of cases seems 
unnecessary. 

Speaking for myself, I see no reason why what we have 
said as to proceedings in rem in general should not apply 
to such proceedings concernig land. In Arnold v. Griggs, 134 
U. S. 316, 327, it is said to be established that “a State has 
power by statute to provide*for the adjudication of titles to 
real estate within its limits tas) against non-residents who are 
brought into court only by “publication.” In Hamilton v. 
Brown, 161 U. S. 256, 274, it w; declared to be within the 
power of a State “to provide fgf determining and quieting the 
title to real estate within the ts of the State and within the 
jurisdiction of the court after a 1 notice to all known claim- 
ants, and notice by publicatio all other persons.” I doubt 
whether the court will not tak@/the further step when neces- 
sary, and declare the power of thé States to do the same thing 
after notice by publication alone See Huling v. Kaw valley 
Railway Improvement Co., 130 U s. 559, 564; Parker v. Over- 
man, 18 How. 137, 140, 141. But in the present case provision 
is made for notice to all known claimants by the recorder, who 
is to mail a copy of the published notice to every person 
named therein whose address is known, § 32. We shall state 
fm a moment one reason for thinking this form of notice con- 
stitutional. See further Cook v. Allen, 2 Mass. 462, 469, 470; 
Dascom v. Davis, 5 Met. 335, 340; Brock v. Old Colony R. R., 
146 Mass. 194, 195. 

But it is said that this is not a proceeding in rem. It 
is certain that no f has been more misused. In 
past it has had little 
alleged to have been violated 
it necessary to quote Leibnitz\ for the sufficiently obvious re- 
mark that every right to tion is a right in personam. 
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COOKS CORPORA TIONS 


By WILLIAM W. COOK. 





This well-known and remarkably successful law book, heretofore known as Cook on Stocks, Stock. 








holders and Coporation Law, has reached the fourth edition, and is now a complete work. — 


This is not merely a New Edition. It is a Revision and Extension of the Book, making it a Complete Treatise, 








The author has personally examined every decision on Corporation Law rendered by all State Supreme Court, 


Supreme and Circuit Courts of the United States, also higher Courts of England and Canada. The five years which hay 
elapsed since the third edition have been prolific in the production of Coporation Law ; more than half of the railway mileag 
of the country passed through the courts during those years. Corporation ruin has created Corporation Law; watered stock, 
broken pledges, illegal bonds, doubtful mortgages, foreclosures, receiverships and reorganizations have been the order of the 
day. New and intricate questions have arisen and been adjudicated. 


The decisions on Corporation Law during the past five years probably equal those of any ten prior 
years; these decisions have been analyzed and included in this edition. 





From the Hon. John F. Dillon : 


“I purchased a copy of your work, and have had occasion to examine it with some care. 


The great labor bestowed uponit 


is obvious. I beg to say that I have been deeply impressed with the learning and ability which it displays, and with ite great value 
3 Volumes, $18.00, Net. 


and usefulness.” 





CALLAGHAN & COMPANY, Chicago, Ill. 








So as to actions. If the technical object of the suit is to es- 
tablish a claim against some particular person, with a judg- 
ment which generally, in theory at least, binds his body, or 
to bar some individual claim or objection, so that only certain 
persons are entitled to be heard in defense, the action is in 
personam, although it may concern the right to or possession 
of a tangible thing. Mankin v. Chandler, 2 Brock. 125, 127. 
If, on the other hand, the object is to bar indifferently all who 
might be minded to make an objection of any sort against 
the rights sought to be established, and if any one in the 
world has a right to be heard on the strength of alleging facts 
which, if true, show an inconsistent interest, the proceeding 
is in rem. 2 Freeman, Judgments, 4th ed. § 606, ad. fin. 
All proceedings, like all rights, are really against persons. 
Whether they are proceedings or rights in rem depends on the 
mumber of persons affected. Hence the res need not be per- 
sonified and made a party defendant, as happens with the 
ship in the admiralty, it need not even be a tangible thing at 
all, as sufficiently appears by the case of the probate of wills. 
Personification and naming the res as defendant are merely 
symbols, not the essential matter. They are fictions, con- 
veniently expressing the nature of the process and the result, 
nothing more. 

It is true as a historical fact that these symbols are used 
in admiralty proceedings, and also, again merely as a historical 
fact, that proceedings in rem have been confined to cases where 
certain classes of claims, although of very divers sorts, for in- 
demnification for injury, for wages, for salvage, etc., are to 
be asserted. But a ship is not a person. It cannot do a wrong, 
or make a contract. To say that a ship has committed a 
tort is merely a shorthand way of saying that you have de- 
cided to deal with it as if it had committed one, because some 
man has committed one in fact. There is no a priori reason 
why any other claim should not be enforced in the same way. 
If a claim for a wrong committed by a master may be en- 
forced against all interests in the vessel, there is no juri- 
dicial objection to a claim of title being enforced in the same 
way. The fact that it is not so enforced under existing prac- 
tice affords no test of the powers of the legislature. The con- 
trary view would indicate that you really believed the fiction 
that a vessel had an independent personality as a fact be- 
hind the law. Furthermore, naming the res as defendant, al- 
though a convenient way of indicating that the proceeding is 
against property dlone, that is to say, that it is not to estab- 
lish an infinite personal liability, is not of the essence. If, in 
fact, the proceeding is of that sort, and is to bar all the 
world, it is a proceeding in rem. 

So as to seizure of the res. It is convenient in the case of a 
vessel, in order to secure its being on hand to abide judgment, 
although, in the case of a suit against a man, jurisdiction is 
regarded as established by service, without the need of keep- 
ing him in prison to await judgment. It is enough that the 





personal service shows that he could have been seized and 
imprisoned. Seizure, to be sure, is said to be notice to the 
owner. Scott v. Sherman, 2 W. Bl. 977, 979; Mankin v. Chané- 
ler, 2 Brock. 125, 127. But fastenipg the process or a copy to 
the mast would seem not necessarily to depend for its 
effect upon the continued custody of the vessel by the marshal 
However this may be, when we come to deal with immoyv- 
ables, there would be no sense whatever in declaring seizure to 
be a constitutional condition of the power of the legislature to 
make a proceeding in rem. Hamilton v. Brown, 161 U. 8S. %, 
274. The land cannot escape from the jurisdiction, and, except 
as security t escape, seizure is a mere form of no 
especial sanctity, and of much possible inconvenience. 


I do not wish to ignore the fact that seizure, when it means 
real dispossession, is another security for actual notice. But 
when it is considered how purely formal such an act may be, 
and that even adverse possession is possible without ever 
coming to the knowledge of a reasonably alert owner, I cannot 
think that the presence or absence of the form makes a con- 
stitutional difference, or rather, to express my view still more 
cautiously, I cannot but think that the immediate recording of 
the claim is entitled to equal effect from a constitutional point 
of view. Iam free to confess that I think the act ought to be 
amended in the direction of still further precautions to secure 
actual notice before a decree is entered, and that, if it is not 
amended, the judges of the court ought to do all that is is 
their power to satisfy themselves that there has been no fail- 
ure in this regard before they admit a title to registration. 


The quotations which we have made show the intent of 
the statute to bind the land, and to make the proceedings 
adverse to all the world, even if it were not stated in § %, 
or if the amendment of 1899 did not expressly provide that 
they should be proceedings in rem. St. of 1899, c. 131, §1 
Notice is to be posted on the land just as admiralty process 
is fixed to the mast. Any person claiming an interest may 
appear and be heard, § 34. 

But perhaps the classification of the proceeding is not # 
important as the course of the discussion thus far might seem 
to imply. I have pursued that course as one which is satis- 
factory to my own mind, but for the purposes of decision, % 
majority of the court prefer to assume that, in cases in which 
under the constitutional requirements of due process of laW 
it heretofore has been necessary to give to parties interested 
actual notice of the pending proceeding, personal se 
or its equivalent, in order to render a valid judgment against 
them, it is not in the power of the legislature, by changing tht 
form of the proceeding from an action in personam to 4 suit 
in rem, to avoid the necessity of giving such a notice, and & 
assume that, under this statute, personal rights in property at 
so involved, and may be so affected, that effectual notice and 
an oportunity to be heard should be given to all claimant? 
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RUSSELL AND WINSLOW'S SYLLABUS--DIGEST 


UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT REPORTS. 


By WM. HEPBURN RUSSELL and WM. BEVERLY WINSLOW of the New York Bar. 
IMPERIAL OCTAVO, 3 VOLUMES, $20.00, NET. 


Together with table of cases, table of citations, syllabus of decisions and index digest upon 
anew plan. Every point in every case decided by the Supreme Court stated in digest form. 
The cases arranged alphabetically. All subsequent citations to each decided point fully 

shown, and an index digest by subjects complete the system of cross references. 











We have in active preparatiou, and will shortly publish a complete key to the Decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
The plan is entirely novel, and both ingenious and simple. The arrangement is such as to fully and instantly place at the command of 
the practicing lawyer THE OFFICIAL SYLLABUS of every case decided by the Su Court in connection with 
A TABLE OF CASES arranged in alphabetical order, and a PARALLEL TABLE OF CITATIONS, showing all subsequent 
citations of the case and the exact point to which it is cited. This is followed by a SUBJECT MATTER INDEX DIGEST in the 
third volume, summarizing the syllabi of decisions in the foregoing volumes, referring to all cases upon the point digested and enabling 
the investigator in a very few moments to trace ANY CASE through all subsequent citations, or ANY POINT through all the cases in the 

































































United States Supreme Court Reporte bearing upen that point. 
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a known, or who, by reasonable effort, can be ascer- 
n 
It would hardly be denied that the statute takes great pre- 
cautions to discover outstanding claims, as we already have 
shown in detail, or that notice by publication is sufficient with 
regard to claimants outside the State. With regard to claim- 
ants living within the State and remaining undiscovered, no- 
tice by publication must suffice, of necessity. As to claimants 
living within the State and known, the question seems to come 
down to whether we can say that there is a constitutional 
difference between sending notice of a suit by a messenger and 
sending it by the postoffice, beside publishing in a newspaper, 
recording it in the registry and posting on the land. It must 
be remembered that there is no constitutional requirement 
that the summons, even in a personal action, shall be served 
by an officer, or that the copy served shall be officially at- 
tested. Apart from local practice it may be served by any 
indifferent person. It may be served on residents by leaving a 
copy at the last and usual place of abode. When we are 
considering a proceeding of this kind it seems to us within the 
power of the legislature to say that the mail as it is managed 
in Massachusetts is a sufficient messenger to convey the notice, 
when other means of notifying the party, like publishing and 
, also are required. We agree that such an act as this 
is not upheld without anxiety. But the difference in degree 
between the case at bar and one in which the constitutionality 
of the act would be unquestionable seems to us too small to 
Warrant a distinction. If the statute is within the power of 
the legislature, it is not for us to criticize the wisdom or 
expediency of what the legislature has done. 


We do not think it necessary to refer to the elaborate 
collection of statutes presented by the Attorney-General for 
the purpose of showing that the principle of the present act 
is old. Although no question is made on that point, we may 
Mention that an appeal is given to the Superior Court with 
the right to claim a jury. In our opinion the main objection 
to the act fails. See Shepherd v. Ware, 46 Minn. 174; People 
Vv. Simon, 176 Ill. 165; Short v. Caldwell, 155 Mass. 57, 59; 
Loring v. Hildreth, 170 Mass. 328. 

The other objections to the constitutionality of the statute 
is with regard to the powers and duties of the recorder and 
assistant recorder. It is said that they are given judicial 
bowers after the original registration, although not judicial 
Officers under the Constitution. The act of registration is the 
operative act to convey title, § 50, and by the act of 1898 the 
assistant recorder does it unless in doubt, §§ 53, 55, 57, 58, 61, 
€, 63. It is said that as his decision affects title it must be 

cial. But here again it is necessary to use a certain 

ess in interpreting broad constitutional provisions. The 
business of registration is very nearly ministerial. 

hare is no question to be raised or which can be raised. 
there is a question, either raised by any party in interest 
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or occurring to the assistant recorder, it is to be referred to 
the judge for a decision, § 53. But whatever may be thought 
of the original act, by amendment even the ordinary business 
is to be done only “in accordance with the rules and instruc- 
tions of the court.” St. of 1899, c. 131, § 8. Under this amend- 
ment registration is the act of the court. The fact that it may 
be done by the assistant recorder under general orders when 
there is no question, is not different from the power of the clerk 
to enter judgment in cases ripe for judgment under a general 
order or rule of the Superior Court. It should be observed that 
by § 55 the production of the owner’s duplicate certificate when- 
ever any voluntary instrument is presented for registration, is 
conclusive authority from the registered owner for the entry of 
a new certificate or the making of a memorandum of registra- 
tion, and that a registration procured by presenting a forged 
certificate, etc., is void. 

Finally, it is said that there is no provision for notice before 
registration of transfers or dealings subsequent to the original 
registraton. It must be remembered that at all later stages no 
one can have a claim which does not appear on the face of the 
registry. The only rights are registered rights, and when land 
is brought into the registry system there seems to be nothing 
to hinder the legislature from fixing the conditions upon which 
it shall be held under that system. People v. Simon, 176 IIL 
165, 176. By § 45 the obtaining of a decree of registration, which 
is a voluntary act, is an agreement running with the land that 
the land shall be and remain registered land and subject to 
the provisions of the act. Furthermore, in deciding whether 
substantial justice is done, it is to be borne in mind that 
ordinary cases will present no question at all. It is con- 
templated, as we have said, that if there is a question to be dis- 
cerned it shall be referred to the court, and of course that the 
court will order notice to any party interested. The ac: shows 
throughout the intent that no one shall be concluded without 
having a chance to be heard, and although some of its methods 
are new to this commonwealth, we cannot say that the pre- 
cautions as to notice are insufficient in substance or form. Pe- 
tition denied. 

Mr. Justice Loring writes a dissenting opinion, which is 
concurred in by Mr. Justice Lathrop. 








Power of a court to interfere by injunction with the 
management of a foreign corporation—as, by prohibiting 
the collection or levy of assessments on members of a mu- 
tual insurance company—is denied in Howard v. Mutual 
Reserve Fund Life Asso. (N. C.), 45 L. R. A. 853, al- 
though the statutes — for bringing foreign corpora- 
tions into courts of the State, and that residents may bring 
actions therein for any cause. 
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AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION, 


The following address of the Ameri. 
can Bar Association to the Bench 
Bar of the United States, regarding 
observance of “John Marshall Day” was 
issued on Feb. 3. 

“By direction of the American Bar Ags. 
sociation a committee composed of one 
member from each State and Territ 
and from the District of Columbia, has 
been appointed by the association in reg. 
erence to the proposed celebration of 
John Marshall Day, to take place on 
Monday, Feb. 4, 1901, being the first cep. 
tennial of the installation of that emi. 
nent jurist as chief justice of the Uniteg 
States. A commemoration of this event, 
and of the splendid career of Marshalj 
in the great office which he adorned for 
more than thirty-four years, cannot fai} 
to be an occasion of profound interest 
and importance to the American bench 
and bar, soldier, student, advocate, diplo. 
matist, statesman and jurist. He wag 
one of the finest types of American man. 
hood in its best estates. His fame js 
the heritage of the nation, and it is be. 
fitting that the whole country should 
celebrate the appointed day. 

“In the language of Judge Story, when 
voicing the sentiments of the great court 
on the official announcement of Mar- 
shall’s death, ‘his genius, his learning 
and his virtues have conferred an im- 
perishable glory on his country, whose 
liberties he fought to secure, and whose 
institutions he labored to perpetuate. He 
was a patriot and a statesman of spotless 
integrity and consummate wisdom. The 
science of jurisprudence will forever ac- 
knowledge him as one of its greatest 
benefactors. 4The Constitution of the 
United States owes as much to him as 
to any single mind, for the foundations 
on which it rests, and the expositions 
by which it is to be maintained; but, 
above all, he was the ornament of hu- 
man nature itself, in the beautiful il- 
lustrations which his life constantly pre- 
sented of its most attractive graces and 
most elevated attributes.’ 

“The Committee has been charged with 
the duty of publishing this address to 
the tapal profession of the United States; 
also with the further duty of preparing 
suggestions for the observance of the day 
-on the part of State, city and county bar 
associations and other public bodies in 
the United States. 

“The committee was also charged with 
the duty of requesting the good offices 
of the President of the United States in 
recommending to Congress the propriety 
of observing ‘John Marshall Day’ on the 
part of Congress and other departments 
of the Government of the United States, 
and of memorializing Congress to observe 
befitting ceremonies in honor of the great 
Chief Justice. 

“It is proposed that commemoration 
services be held at the national capital 
under the direction of the Supreme Court 
of the United States with the aid and 
support of the co-ordinate branches of 
the Government. 

“It is also expected that the day will 
be properly observed on the part of all 
State and national courts by the cess® 
tion of judicial business and that all 
State, city and county bar associations 
participate in proper exercises in such 
manner as to them shall seem most 4p 
propriate. 

“Similar ceremonies are recommended 
to be held in all American colleges, 1a¥ 
schools and public sehools, to the 
that the youth of our country ma 
made more fully acquainted with 
pare noble life and distinguished ser’- 
ces, 
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“The American Bar Association leaves 
the execution of the national celebration 
in the hands of the courts and the public 

es named, and the committee express 
the sincere hope that the celebration be 
national in its character and imposing in 
its extent and favor, and that it may 
nave the hearty support of the secular 
and legal press of our country. 

“The active co-operation of the re- 

tive vice-presidents and members of 
jocal councils appointed by the associa- 
tion, with the respective members of the 
National committee, is respectfully re- 
quested and expected. 

“On behalf and by authority of the 
National Committee. 


“Willlam Wirt Howe, Chairman. 
“Adolph Moses, Secretary.” 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The fourth annual meeting of the Pat- 
ent Law Association was held recently 
in its new office and library, in the 
Washington Loan and Trust Company 
Building, when the following officers were 
elected for the ensuing year: William D. 
Baldwin, president; William C. McIntire, 
first vice-president; J. H. Whitaker, sec- 
ond vice-president; F. L. Browne, treas- 
urer; Max Georgii, secretary. The fol- 
lowing were chosen as members of the 
poard of managers: Gen. Ellis Spear, 
Wm. H. Doolittle, W. C. Dodge, Robert 
Jones Fisher, Samuel T. Fisher and L. 
L Bacon. The secretary reported a very 
gratifying increase in the membership of 
the association during the year. A let- 
ter from the president of the Chicago 
Patent Law Association was referred to, 
wherein a co-operation of the two as- 
sociations was suggested. The sugges- 
tion was promptly accepted by the asso- 


ciation. 
ILLINOIS. 


The executive committee of the Illinois 
State Bar Association met at the Great 
Northern Hotel, on the afternoon of Feb. 
1, to discuss the affairs of the organiza- 
tion in a general way and decide on a 
time and place of holding the annual 
gonvention. Those present were: Gen- 
eral Benson Wood, of Effingham, presi- 
dent of the Association; J. H. Matheny, 
Springfield, secretary; James M. Sheann. 
Galena; Judge Jesse Holdom, James B. 
Bradwell, E. B. Sherman and E. B. Bent. 
The members of the committee were 
unanimous in the selection of Chicago as 
the next place of meeting, and the con- 
vention will be held July 5 and 6, at the 
Chicago Beach Hotel. 

The annual meeting of the Winnebago 
County Law Library Association was 
held on Feb. 6, in the circuit court room. 
Beside the election of officers a little 
more than $200 was raised, which pays 
the debt on the library and leaves a nice 
balance in the treasury. The officers 
elected were: President, L. L. Morrison; 
vice-president, R. G. McEvoy; secretary 
and treasurer, A. E. Fisher. 

In connection with his recent report as 
president at the annual meeting of the 
Chicago Law Institute, Thomas J. 
Holmes took up the question of the 
“law's delays.” Pertinent suggestions 
looking to reform in this direction were 
indorsed by President Holmes as receiv- 
ing the approval of the majority of prac- 
ticing attorneys. 

“The delay in the trial of cases tends to 
foster and build up dishonesty,” he said. 
“The defendant who has purchased com- 
Modities brags that the case cannot be 
heard for years, and that the plaintiff 
Would be better off to take a small sum 
of money, 

“If suits could be disposed of within a 
few months after they were begun there 
perhaps, would not be an increase in the 
number of actions, for defendants know- 
ing that the matter would be rushed to 
trial, would settle. 

“The delay not only injures people 
financially, but causes the great mass of 
them to lose faith in the law. It makes 
ho difference how just a decision may be, 
if it is two or three years late, in many 
Cases it loses its effect. 





“As tending to facilitate the business 
of our courts it has been suggested: 


“First, that all points raised by plead- 
ing be fully answered and either ad- 
mitted or denied, and if admitted such 
points need not be proven. 

“Second, that the decision of every ac- 
tion and the outcome of every action 
carry with it attorney’s fees and court 
costs. 

“Third, that juries shall not be called 
in any case, except upon written request 
of the party desiring such jury. 

“All of the above suggestions require 
the action of the Legislature.” 

Mr. Holmes thought additional judges 
are needed to preside in county and pro- 
bate courts, and recommended legislative 
action in this regard. 

The report of the secretary, Alfred E. 
Barr, showed the membership of the Law 
Institute to be now 790. The report of 
the librarian, Julius Rosenthal, showed 
that the library now contains 35,600 vol- 
umes, 1,195 volumes having been added 
during the year. 

Officers were elected as follows: Pres- 
ident, Walpole Wood; vice-president, 
William Braco; secretary, Alfred E. 
Barr; treasurer, Clarence A. Burley; 
board of managers, H. R. Baldwin, L. J. 
Pierson, W. H. Holden, William Richey, 
H. W. Price, Joel M. Longenecker, 
George Dawson, John C. Richberg, and 
Adolph Moses. 


Walpole Wood, president of the Chi- 
cago Law Institute, has named his com- 
mittees for the coming year. The library 
committee is composed of Messrs. Brace, 
Barr, Holdom, Rosenthal and Price; 
finance, Messrs. Holden, Dawson, Pier- 
son, Longenecker, Jones; judiciary, 
Messrs. Moses, Richberg, Burley, Price 
and Baldwin; legal education, Messrs. 
Baldwin, Ritchie, Jones, Brace’ and 
Dawson, 

At the annual meeting of the Illinois 
County Probate Judges’ Association held 
at the senate chamber in the State 
house, Springfield, on Jan. 31, the legisla- 
tive committee made a number of recom- 
mendations, among them that a conserv- 
ator give bond double the value of the 
personal property, and six times the 
rental value of real estate; a law to def- 
initely settle cases appealing from the 
county courts; giving county judges 
shorthand reporters, and allowing attor- 
neys $5 in insanity cases, the same as 
physicians. 

A banquet was served the jurists in 
the evening at the Leland. Justice 
Phillips, of the supreme court, was pres- 
ont and delivered an address. 


The Illinois practice commission met 
on Feb. 8 in the supreme court room in 
Springfield, and received suggestions 
from prominent members of the bench 
and bar in that city. The commission 
will, in all probability, not recommend 
the adoption of a new code, but will make 
changes that seem necessary in the pres- 
ent provisions. It has been decided to 
make the limitation on writs of error one 
year instead of five, as at present. Pro- 
visions will also be made for alias writs 
of attachments and also to limit appeals 
to appellate courts to cases involving a 
specified amount, probably $100 or $200, 
appeals from justices of the peace to go 
to county courts. The jurisdiction of the 
appellate court is to be extended. 


KANSAS. 


The Kansas City Bar Association 
held its seventeenth annual convention 
in the Supreme Court room at Topeka 
on Jan. 30 and 31. C. C. Coleman, presi- 
dent of the association, took the chair. 

On motion of Silas Porter of Kansas 
City, chairman of the executive council, 
the following named attorneys were ad- 
mitted to membership: W. F. Dillon, 
Belleville; Chas. L. Brown, Arkansas 
City; Isaac A. Rigby, Concordia; W. F. 
Sapp, Galena, B. F. Bullen, Belleville; 
H. F. Mason, Garden City; Lewis H. 
Wulfekuhler, Leavenworth; E. 8S. Ear- 
hart, Kansas City. 





———<—— 


On motion of Mr. Porter, the president 
was instructed to appoint a standing 
committee on membership whose duty it - 
shall be to secure an increase of mem- 
bership. ’ 

The memorial committee, through its 
chairman, J. C. Postlethwaite, reported : 
that since the last meeting of the asso-_ 
ciation death had removed two of its: 
members—Theodore A. Hurd and John- 
B. Johnson. As a part of the report: 
Mr. Postlethwaite read a sketch of the: 
life of each of the deceased. On mo- 
tion of B. W. Cunningham of Emporia, 
the report was ordered printed with the - 
proceedings. 

J. EB. Herrick of Wellington, of the 
special committee appointed two years 
ago and continued last year to investi- 
gate the charges against C. J. Peckham: 
by Isaac G. Reed, made a report. Reed, 
it will be remembered, was lately par- 
doned out of the penitentiary by Gov. 
Stanley, having been convicted of mur- 
der in Sumner county and sentenced to 
be hanged. He claimed that he paid 
Peckham $800 to appeal his care to the 
Supreme Court, which duty Peckham did 
not perform. The committee reported 
— a conduct was unprofes-. 
sional. 


On motion of T. F. Garver the judiciary 
committee was instructed to formulate 
charges against Peckham and submit: 
them to the association at its next meet- 
ing. Peckham is a member of the asso- 
ciation, and the object of the proceed- 
ing is to expel him. Peckhani now lives 
at Blackwell, Okla. 


At noon the association took a recess 
till 2 p. m., at which hour a committee 
on nominations was appointed, as fol- 
lows: W. T. Dillon, T. N. Sedgwick, A. 
Wells, W.'M. Miller, E. W. Cunningham, 
N. H. Loomis and Louis H. Wulfekuhler. 


L. H. Perkins, chairman of the com- 
mittee on legal education and State uni- 
versity law school, reported that the 
prize paper from the law school is on 
the subject, “The constitutional right of 
Congress to refuse a seat to a member- 
elect, who presents a valid certificate of 
election,” by H. F. Pownall of Thayer. 
The committee also reported that the 
school is short of law books and recom- 
mended legislative appropriation there- 
for. The association approved the rec- 
ommendation. 

The prize paper was then read by Mr. 
Pownall. 

Capt. Clad Hamilton of Topeka read 
an interesting paper on the subject of 
military law. 

F. F. Garver of Topeka, chairman of 
the judiciary committee, read the com- 
mittee’s report. : 

Earhart of Kansas City read a 
paper by Judge A. G. Otis of Atchison 
on the subject, “Status of Prisoners in 
the Penitentiary Under Death Sentence.’ 
The position assumed by Judge Otis is 
that the execution of the death sentence 
as pronounced by the judge who tried 
the case is defeated by the failure of the 
Governor to act. 

There are now forty-nine convicts in 
the penitentiary under death sentence, 
any one of whom may be executed at the 
eaprice or personal desire of the Gov- 
ernor. 

“This is an anomaly found only in the 
laws of this State,”” Judge Otis says, “and 
has the effect of reducing not only the 
respect for the law, but the salutary in- 
fluence that execution in proper cases 
produces on the criminal class. 

“Again the suspense of the convicis 
themselves, not knowing what day they 
may be taken out for execution, is in it- 
self a cruel and unusual punishment,. ob- 
noxious alike to the bill of rights and 
common humanity.” . 

It is suggested by Judge Otis that the 
executive commute the sentence of all 
these convicts now under death sentence 
to life imprisonment so that their legal 
status will conform to their actual status, 
and that the Legislature be called upon 
to pass such laws as will cover this de- 
ficiency. ‘ 
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At 56.30 the association took a recess 
for supper. 

The Supreme Court room was crowded 
for the evening session. 

There were two addresses. The first 
was the president’s annual address, by 
Gi. eman. The subject was “The 
Evolution of a World Power.” It was a 
scholarly effort, and the audience gave 
the speaker its undivided attention 
throughout. 

The other paper was by O. H. Dean 
of Kansas City, Mo. His subject was 
“The Development of the Corporation.” 

On Jan. 31 the association assembled 
at 9.30. 

The following gentlemen were admitted 
to membership: M. P. Simpson, Mc- 
Pherson; David Ritchie, Salina; Edwin 
A. McAnany, Kansas City; H. L. Bur- 
gess, Olathe; W. E. Higgins, Lawrence. 

A resolution by L. H. Perkins for a 
committee of nine to have charge of the 
work of pushing the Supreme Court 
amendment was adopted. The committee 
ts as follows: 

S. H. Allen, Topeka, chairman; Sam 
Kimball, Manhattan; L. H. Perkins, 
Lawrence; T. F. Garver, Topeka; David 
Martin, Atchison; Winfield Freeman, 
Kansas City; David Ritchie, Salina; 
John D. Milliken, McPherson; J. T. Her- 
rick, Wellington. 

J. W. Parker of Olathe, one of the lead- 
ing lawyers of Southeastern Kansas, read 
@ paper on the subject, ‘““Kansas Probate 
Courts’” - 


On motion of David Martin a special 
vote of thanks was tendered Mr. Par- 
ker for the paper. 

. The convention then took a recess till 


Pp. m. 

John D. Milliken, chairman of the com- 
mittee on amendments to laws, reported 
that the committee had not met, and, 
therefore, had nothing to report. 

Chairman Dillon of the committee on 
nominations reporied the following offi- 
cers for the ensuing term: 

President—Sam Kimble, Manhattan. 
— Porter, Kansas 

y. 

Secretary—Del Valentine. 
‘Treasurer—Howel Jones, Topeka. 

Executive Committee—D. F. Milton, 
Dodge City; J. G. Slonecker Topeka; 
Sydney Hayden, Holton; W. E. Saum, 
Hays City; John Burris, Olathe. 

Delegates to American Bar Association 
—Frank Doster, A. H. Horton, W. Lit- 
tlefield. Alternates—W. R. Smith, L. 
Stillwell, M. P. Simpson. 

The question of trusts was discussed 
first by Senator Farrelly of Chanute. 

He followed the development of trusts 
from the individual business to the great 
corporations of the present and urged the 
necessity of reguiating the trusts. He 
urged that this be done by State au- 
thority and that there be a uniformity 
of State laws on the subject. 

“It seems to me quite plain,” he said, 
“that our State can compietely control 
the trusts within the State. I believe 
the principal thing now necessary is the 
enforcement of laws rather than the 

of new laws. The legislative 
and judicial departments have done their 
parts and the work now rests with the 
executive department.” 

W. H. Rossington of Topeka spoke of 
the histery of the two theories of eco- 
nomics, the theory of free competition 
and the theory of combination. It is the 
development of the latter which has led 
to monopoly, he said. 

On motion of David Overmyer the 
two papers presented will be printed in 
the proceedings of the association. 

The members of the association held a 
banquet at the Hotel Throop, closing the 
annual session of the association. About 
seventy-five guests were seated at the 
table. The following is the programme 
that was followed: 
ee Convivi—David Overmyer, 


‘opeka. ‘ 
“The Supreme Court,” David Martin, 
Atchisen. 

“The Court of Appeals,” A. W. Den- 
zison, Et Dorado. 








“The Court Below,” W. G. Holt, Kan- 
sas City. 

“Courts Visitant,” J. C. Postlethwaite, 
Jewell City. 
a “The Circuit Rider,” S. J. Osborn, Sa- 
na. 

“The Lawyer Militant,” E. C. Little, 
Abilene. 

“The Lawyer Triumphant,” J. H. Gil- 
patrick, Leavenworth. 

“The Lawyer in Defeat,” Wm. S&S. 
Roark, Junction City. > 

“The Law and the Lady,” R. E. Morris, 
Kansas City. 


KENTUCKY. 


The Louisville Bar Association com- 
pleted its organization recently in the 
Chancery Court room. 

When Temporary Chairman J. S. Pir- 
tle called the meeting to order over 160 
lawyers were present and had signed 
their names to the call for the forma- 
tion of the association. 

The constitution and by-laws were re- 
ported by Mr. E. J. McDermott. 

The following officers were then unani- 
mously elected: Judge J. S. Pirtle, pres- 
ident; Judge Alex. P. Humphrey, first 
vice-president; Col. Thomas W. Bullitt, 
second vice-president; Bernard Flexner, 
corresponding and recording secretary; 
Upton W. Muir, treasurer. In accepting 
the presidency, Judge Pirtle said: 

“I do not wish to set a bad example 
by commencing our work with talk, but 
I must sincerely thank the bar of Louis- 
ville for this renewed evidence of con- 
fidence. I was elected president of a bar 
association of Louisville twenty-one 
years ago. It had a good start, but an 
inglorious end. May ours have not only 
a good start, but glorious continuance 
of life. 

“This association has a great work to 
do and we must live up to the prom- 
ises we make for maintaining the honor 
and dignity of our profession. We must 
pledge one another to support our of- 
ficers. 

“A great responsibility rests on the 
president in appointing the investigat- 
ing and trial committees. I shall en- 
deavor to select the best men, and in 
appointing them shall ask your advice 
and assistance. After their appointment 
it will behoove us to lend them all our 
power in any work that may come to 
their hands.” 

The following committees have been 
appointed: 

Executive—John L. Dodd, Edward J. 
McDermott, Otto A. Wehle, Arthur M. 
Rutledge and Lafon Allen. 

Investigation—David W. Farleigh, 
Helm Bruce, Frank W. Morancy, John 
C. Doolan, William Marshall Bullitt. 

Judiciary and Legal Reforms—Chas. B. 
Seymour, St. John Boyle, Charles H. 
Gibson, Augustus EB. Willson, A. J. 
Carroll. 

Membership—Walter P. Lincoln, J. T. 
O’Neal, John S. Jackman, Charles Dal- 
lam, Swager Sherley. 

Trial Committee—Hon. W. O. Harris, 
Hon. A. E. Richards, Arthur M. Rut- 
ledge, Thomas R. Gordon, Randolph H. 
Blain, George Weissenger Smith and 
Alex. G. Barret. 


MAINE. 


At a recent meeting of the Greenleaf 
Law Library Association, the following 
officers were chosen: President, Henry 
B. Cleaves; Vice-President, Hanno W. 
Gage; Secretary and Treasurer, John F. 
A. Merrill. Executive Committee— 
Charles F. Libby, George E. Bird, Frank- 
lin. C. Payson, Clarence Hale, Seth L. 
Larrabee. Entertainment Committee— 
Fred L. Jerris, Frederick Hale, Wm. H. 


Ingraham. 
MARYLAND. 


There was a more than usually large 
attendance at the meeting of the Balti- 
more Bar Association on Feb. 6 at the 
rooms of the Maryland Historical Society, 
and the proceedings were of particular 
interest. 

Mr. John Prentiss Poe, president, pre- 
sided, and Secretary Lyon read his re- 
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port, showing a healthy increase in 
membership of the association. It is aigo 
prosperous financially, and has nearly 
$1, in the treasury. 

The feature of the meeting was the 
address of Ex-Attorney-General Gaither 
upon the “Uniformity of Legislation» 
He read a carefully prepared paper upon 
this subject, and then made the Second 
ooh » a “ B enc —_ 5 the Pro. 
motion o niformity o Slati 
the United States. a ee. 

This commission was appointed in 199% 
and one of its first duties was to ex. 
amine the subject of marriage and qj. 
vorce, 

“While the subject of divorce is one of 
the greatest importance,” says the re. 
port, “it has been found extremely dif. 
ficult to secure a consensus of opinion 
as to the proper scope of a law to be 
proposed to the different State Legisig. 
tures with a reasonable hope of its adop. 
tion by such a number as to secure prac. 
tical uniformity of legislation upon this 
subject throughout the Union. After a 
most careful and thoughtful considera. 
tion of the subject of divorce by both 
the conferences of 1898 and 1899 an act 
_— agreed upon at the conference of 

“As the question of divorce affects the 
marital relation, which is the basis of the 
American home, it is one of supreme im. 
portance. It is believed the suggested 
act would make divorce less easy of 
obtention and greatly tend to prevent 
migratory and fraudulent divorces. The 
subject of causes for divorce has not yet 
been extensively considered. There jis 
such a diversity in the laws of the dif- 
ferent States as to the grounds for di- 
vorce that uniformity is hardly to be 
hoped for in the near future.” 


The following divorce law for Mary. 
land will be presented for the considera- 
tion of the Legislature with the appro- 
bation of the association: 


“Section 1. No divorce shall be granted 
for any cause arising prior to the resi- 
dence of the petitioner or defendant in 
this State which was not a ground for 
divorce in the “State where the cause 


No person shall be entitled 
to a divorce for any cause arising in 
this State who has not had actual resi- 
dence in this State for at least one year 
next before bringing suit for divorce 
with a bona-fide intention of making 
this State his or her permanent home. 


“Sec. 3. No person shall be entitled 
to a divorce for any cause arising out 
of this State unless the petitioner or de. 
fendant shall have resided within this 
State for at least two years next be- 
fore bringing suit for divorce with 4 
bona-fide intention of making this State 
his or her permanent home. 


“Sec. 4. ‘No person shall be entitled to 
a divorce unless the defendant shall have 
been personally served with process, if 
within the State, or with personal notice, 
duly authenticated, if out of this State, 
or unless the defendant shall have en- 
tered an appearance in the case; but if 
it shall appear to the satisfaction of the 
court that the petitioner does not know 
the address or the residence of the de- 
fendant, and has not been able to ascer- 
tain either, after reasonable and due in- 
quiry and search continued for one year, 
the court or judge in vacation may 4au- 
thorize notice by publication of the pend- 
ency of the petition for divorce to be 
given in manner provided by law. 

“Sec. 5. No divorce shall be granted 
solely upon default, nor solely upon ad- 
missions by the pleadings, nor except 
upon trial before the court in open ses- 
sion. 4 

“Sec. 6. After divorce either party may 
marry again, but in cases where notice 
has been given by publication only, 
the defendant has not appeared, no de 
cree for divorce shall become final oF 
operative until six months after the trial 
and decision. 

“Sec.7. Wherever the word. ‘divorcee’ 
occurs in the act it shall be deemed t0 
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ean divorce from the bond of mar- 


The unfavorable report of the Commit- 
tee on Amendment of the Laws, to which 
was referred the resolution requiring 
lawyers to take out a license, was adopt- 
ed, This committee also reported unfa- 
yorably upon the act requiring corpora- 
tions to attach their seals in proceedings 
in equity. 

Following new members were elected: 
Messrs. Enoch Harlan, Le Roy Gresham, 
Howard M. Emmons, Charlies R. Miller, 
William Penrose, Julius H. Wyman, 
Frank D. Wynn, William J. Garrett, 
Francis T. Homer and Robert F. Stanton. 
The meeting then adjourned, to meet the 
first Tuesday of next month. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


The Essex Law Library Association 
held a meeting at the Salem courthouse 
on the morning of January 30 and chose 
the following officers: Librarian and 
trustee, Frank V. Wright of Salem; clerk, 
¢. W. Richardson of Salem; conservators, 
A. L. Huntington of Salem E. B. George 
of Haverhill and 8S. D. York of Glouces- 


ss MICHIGAN. 


The Detroit Bar Library Association 
met at noon on Jan. 29 in the Hammond 
puilding for the annual election of direc- 
tors. The old board, consisting of Hoyt 
Post, John H. Bissell, Herbert Bowen, 
H. M. Campbell and Bryant Walker, 
were re-elected. After the annual] meet- 
ing the board of directors met and 
elected Hoyt Post president; John H. 
Bissell, vice-president; Bryant Walker, 
secretary-treasurer, and Miss Ellen A. 
Norton was reappointed librarian. 


NEBRASKA, 


About forty of the lawyers of the State 
held a meeting in the postoffice building 
at Lincoln, on Jan. 27, and proceeded to 
organize the Nebraska State Bar Asso- 
ciation. The call for the meeting was 
signed by C. O. Whedon, of Lincoln, and 
Judge Wakeley, W. D. McHugh and R. 
W. Breckenridge, all of Omaha. 

After considerable discussion the fol- 
lowing resolutions were adopted: 


“Resolved, That we, the members of 
the bar of the State of Nebraska present 
at this meeting, do hereby constitute our- 
selves an association to be known as the 
Nebraska State Bar Association, the pur- 
pose and scope of which is to be similar 
to the bar associations of other States. 

“That the officers of the association be 
4 president, vice-president, secretary and 
treasurer, to be elected upon the adoption 
-of this plan and to continue in office un- 
— successors are elected and quali- 


“That there be a committee of six, one 
from each congressional district, upon 
membership, who shall pass upon appli- 
ations for membership, including those 
present at this meeting, and admit or re- 
ject applications of those present; also a 
committee of five upon permanent organ- 
ization, who shall provide therefor along 
the line indicated herein, 


“That an admission fee of $1. is to be 
Pr under rules in the perfected 
Plan.” 

The following members of the bar of 
the State signed the roll of the club and 
paid their fee to the newly elected treas- 
urer: C. J. Greene, Isaac Congdon, J. H. 
Van Dusen, Ed. P. Smith, G. W. Shields, 
J. W. West, Will H. Thompson, Frank L. 
McCoy, C. C. Wright, W. W. Morsman, 
E. M. Bartlett, J. H. McIntosh, E. Wake- 
ley, R. W. Breckenridge, L. D. Holmes, 
‘Omaha; C. J. Phelps, Schuyler; M. B. 

» A. J. Sawyer, D. G. Courtnay, 
Frank Irvine, C. O. Whedon, C. A, Rob- 
bins, C. E. Hager, F. H. Woods, J. B. 
Strode, Fred Shepherd, Lincoln; O. A. 
Abbott, Grand Island; W. P. M 
Hastings; C. L. Richards, Hebron; E. 
Hinshaw, Fairbury; W. G. Hastings, 
Wilbur: J. B. Barnes, Norfolk; 8. P. 
Davidson, Tecumseh; W. P. Hall, Hold- 
rege; Francis G. Hainer, Kearney; C. H 

rts, Holdrege; J. <A. Grimison, 











Schuyler; W. E. Reed, Madison; C. P. 
Logan, Grant. 

The following officers were elected: 
President, Judge BE. Wakeley, Omaha; 
vice-president, M. B. Reese, Lincoln; sec- 
retary, W. P. McCreary, Hastings; treas- 
urer, 8S. P. Davidson, Tecumseh. 

The leading legal lights of the State 
were well represented at the annual ban- 
quet of the Omaha Bar Association, 
given at the Millard Hotel. 

Gen. Manderson, who was to have acted 
as toastmaster, being suddenly called to 
Chicago, Charies J. Green presided at the 
head of the long tables in his stead. 


The guests who sat about the banquet 
board were: Judges Munger, Baker, 
Baxter and Dickinson, and Hopewell, of 
Tekamah; Messrs. I. R. Andrews, E. M. 
Bartlett, F. A, Brogan, A. H. Burnett, 
O. P. M. Brown, H.C. Brome, I. E. Cong- 
don, G. W. Cooper, W. A. Corson, E. R. 
Duffie, W.-M. Giller, W. O. Gilbert, W. F. 
Gurley, C. J. Green, R,. S. Horton, C. W. 
Haller, M. A. Hall, F. M. Hall, Frank 
Irvine, J. E. Kelby, J. L. Kennedy, H. P. 
Leavitt, T. F. Lee, G. M. Lambertson, M. 
L, Learned, T. J. Mahoney, W. P. Morris, 
J. H. McCulloch, C. S. Montgomery, 
Harry O’Neill, Paul Chariton, W. D. Mc- 
Hugh, H. M. Pennock, J. W. Parrish, O. 
C. Redick, W. A. Redick, C. J. Reavis, 8. 
P. Rush, Clency St, Clair, EB. W. Simral, 
J. B. Sheean, G. W. Shields, C. O. Whe- 
don, J. M. Woolworth, H. H. Wilson, E. 
Wakeley, B. T. White, Arthur Wakeley, 
J. W. Woodrough, T. P. White, Jonn L. 
Webster. 

A number of guests were from Lincoln, 
Tekamah and Falls City. The banquet 
committee was composed of William R. 
Morris, BE. W. Simral, Francis A. Bro- 
gan. 

Hon, G. M. Lambertson, of Lincoln, de- 
livered an address upon the subject: 
“Should the Supreme Court Deliver Writ- 
ten Opinions?” 

W. F. Gurley responded to the toast, 
“Why Are We Here?” with witty re- 
marks and humorous anecdotes. He 
thought the association one of the best 
instruments for the promotion of good 
fellowship among the members of the 


r. 

T. J. Mahoney answered to the subject, 
“Coram Non Judice,” out of the presence 
of the court. He said that many of the 
so-called evils of the law could be reme- 
died best, not by changing the law, but 
by rightly administering it. 


Arthur Wakeley laid down two prin- 
ciples for the lawyer to follow if he would 
be successful: Be sure to charge all that 
the traffic will bear and then be sure that 
you get your charge. ‘By these two com- 
mandments hang all the law and the 
prophets (profits). So here’s to the law, 
and may the profits always be with us.” 

Paul Charlton responded to the toast, 
“The Ladies,” to which all drank with 
cheers, and the toastmaster dismissed 
the assembly with a few well chosen re- 
marks, 

OHIO. 

The Trumbull County Law Library As- 
sociation, which was recently formed un- 
der the Ohio statutes, and incorporated 
at $1,000 capital, was organized recently 
by electing the following directors: At- 
torneys Charles Fillius, E. E. Roberts, J. 
N. Cowdery, H. E. Stewart and J. E. 
Pickering. The board elected H. E. 
Stewart president and C. M. Wilkins sec- 
retary. Miss Lulie Mackey, official court 
stenographer and the only lady member 
of the Trumbull county bar, was chosen 
librarian at a salary of $500 a year. She 
will donate her services free the first 
year, allowing the salary to be turned 
into the association treasury to purchase 
law books. Nearly every member of the 
bar has joined the association. 

The Executive Committee of the To- 
ledo Bar Association which was selected 
at the annual meeting has appointed the 
following standing committees for the 
year: 

Committee on Law Reform—Charles 
Pratt, chairman; I. N. Huntsberger, 





Charles S. Ashley, W. H. A. Read and 
Alexander L. Smith. 

Committee on Grievances—Thomas H. 
Tracy, chairman; Clarence Brown, T. J. 
McDonnell, C. W. Everett, J. T. Greer, 
Henry W. Seney and Richard Waite. 

Committee on Admissions—Richard 
McKee, chairman; H. E. King, R. H. 
Baker, H. 8. Bunker and W. P. Tyler. 

The Executive Committee, which made 
the appointments, is composed of J. M. 
Ritchie, chairman; W. H. A. Read, A. R. 
Crane, Irvin Belford, J. A. Barber, C. K. 
Friedman and L. H. Pike, ex-officio. 

At the annual meeting of the Clark 
County Bar Association, which was held 
reecntly, the following officers for the 
ensuing year were elected: President, the 
Hon. George C. Rawlins; vice-president, 
George H. Dial; secretary, City Solicitor 
D. Z. Gardner; treasurer, Edwin L. Ar- 
thur; library trustees, Judge A. N. Sum- 
mers, Judge F. M. Hagan, J. K. Mower, 
Oscar T. Martin, J. E. Bowman, Hon. J. 
Frank McGrew and W. W. Keifer. 

The Springfield Bar and Law Library 
Association recently held their annual 
meeting in the court house and elected 
officers for the ensuing year. 

Treasurer Edwin L. Houck made his re- 
port for the past year, showing that the 
society is in a prosperous condition and 
has $500 to its credit. 

After reading of the report a commit- 
tee, consisting of Frank Geiger, W. W. 
Witmeyer, A. P. Linn Cochran, J. F. 
McGrew and S. L. Tatum, was appoint- 
ed to select candidates for the various 
offices. They retired and after fifteen 
minutes’ deliberation returned and re- 
ported that they had decided to re- 
nominate the old officers, and upon mo- 
tion the old officers: were re-elected by 
acclamation. They are as follows: 

President—George Rawlins. 

Vice-President—George S. Dial. 

Secretary—D. Z. Gardner. 

Treasurer—Edwin L. Arthur. 

Trustees—A. N. Summers, F. M. 
Hagan, J. K. Mower, Oscar T. Martin, 
J. E, Bowman, J. F. McGrew and W. W. 
Keizer. 

President George Rawlins made a 
short address, in which he thanked the 
members of the association for the con- 
fidence they expressed in the old officers 


*by placing them again in charge of the 


affairs of the society and also for the 
honor of being chosen as their repre- 
sentative. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The attention of the library commit- 
tee of the Berks County Bar Association 
has been called to investigate the mutila- 
tion of several valuable law books in the 
library. The committee has decided to 
make a searching investigation and if the 
guilty party is found he will be punished. 
Brightley’s Digest, table of cases, Vol. 
3, part 1, was discovered to have been 
cut by a sharp knife from pages 1455 to 
2962, which practically makes the book 
useless. When it was picked up by a 
lawyer the pages fell from the book. It 
is worth about $8. Several other books 
have been torn and cut within the past 
few months, and in some instances whole 
pages have been torn from some books. 
The law committee will at once take up 
the matter. 

The Dauphin County Bar Association 
met in annual session on Feb. 2 in the 
courtroom and elected the following of- 
ficers for the ensuing year: President, 
Hon. Robert Snodgrass; vice-president, 
Mr, M. W. Jacobs; secretary, Mr. W. M. 
Hargest; treasurer, Mr. Eugene Snyder; 
board of directors, Messrs. Robert Snod- 
grass, M. W. Jacobs, B. F. Etter, B. L 
Forster, Levi B. Alricks, C. H. Bergner 
and.D. C. Herr; board of censors, Messrs. 
Lyman D. Gilbert, C. L. Bailey, Jr., J. E. 
Patterson, Meade D. Detweiler 
James M. Lamberton. 

Suitable action was taken recently by 
the Allegheny County Bar Association 
upon the death of Attorney Jacob H. Mil- 
ler. Judge F. H. Collier presided. The 
vice-presidents were Hon. W. D. Porter, 
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Hon. J. F. Slagle, Hon. S. A, McClung, 
Hon. J. D. Shafer, Levi Bird Duff, T. C. 
Layear, A. M. Brown, Archibald Mc- 
Bride and Walter Lyon. The secretaries 
were Edward L. Porter, R. H. McLain 
and H. M. Hall, Jr. The committee on 
resolutions, consisting of D. F. Patter- 
son, J. E. McKelvy, William Scott, C. C. 
Dickey and W. B. Rodgers, presented a 
memorial upon the life of Mr. Miller. 
This was followed by addresses by a 
number of attorneys. 


The members of the Delaware County 
Bar Association met in the courtroom 
on Feb. 1, and eulogized in speeches the 
life of Judge Thomas J. Clayton, and 
adopted resolutions of regret on his 
death. Most of the members of the as- 
sociation were present. John B. Hink- 
son, of Chester, presided, and Garnett 
Pendleton, of Upland, acted as secre- 
tary. Speeches, touching and eloquent, 
were made regarding the late jurist by 
Chairman Hinkson, George Darlington, 
Capt. Isaac Johnson, O. B. Dickinson, 
ex-Congressman John B. Robinson, 
Ward R. Bliss, V. Gilpin Robinson, A. 
A: Cochran and Benjamin Potts. 


Mr. Dickinson, who was the candidate 
of the Independent Republicans and 
Democrats in the memorable fight to de- 
feat Judge Clayton for a third term in 
1894, in his speech on the dead jurist, 


said: “It is for his social qualities he 
will be longest remembered. In him it 
Was no weakness of ability. It was a 


positive charm. You felt it if you only 
saw him for a moment. It was this that 
endeared him to his friends. To this is 
due the fact that those who opposed 
him because of the things for which he 
stood will to-day, without abating one 
jot or tittle of that opposition, vie with 
his warmest friends in remembrance of 
him now that he has gone away from 
them forever.” 


An informa] meeting of the members 
of the Bar of Delaware County was held 
recently in the office of George B. 
Lindsay, Cambridge building, when the 
question of taking action regarding the 
vacancy on the bench caused by the 
death of Judge Clayton was discussed. 


Garnett Pendleton was chosen chair- 
man, and E. A. Howell, secretary. A dis- 
cussion arose on the report that has been 
circulated that a Judge had been selected 
to fill the vacancy and, while the mem- 
bers of the bar may not be personally 
opposed to the candidate whom, it is 
said, has already been named, yet the 
opinion prevails among the lawyers of 
the county and others, as well, that the 
wishes of the members of the profession 
should receive some consideration. A 
discussion was participated in. E. H. 
Hall, J. Newton Shanafelt, O. B. Dickin- 
son, A. A, Cochran, A. B. Geary, George 
M. Booth, John B. Hannum, William B. 
Broomall, Ward R. Bliss and others 
took part. The result of the discussion 
was the presentation and adoption of 
the following resolution: 

“Resolved, That action in selection of 
Judges without consultation of the bar, 
be vigorously condemned, and that the 
selection of the choice of the bar for an 
incumbent of the bench be deferred to a 
future meeting, to be called by the of- 
ficers of this meeting in time for the Re- 
publican primaries.” 


The meeting was not called for the in- 
terest of any one candidate, but for the 
purpose of condemning the methods re- 
sorted to in selecting a candidate for the 
bench. The subject will receive further 
consideration later. Those present were: 


W. B. Harvey, Garnett Pendleton, O. 
B. Dickinson, John B. Hannum, J. N. 
Johnson, D. F. Rose, J. N. Shanafelt, 
George J. Parker, A. A. Cochran, A. B. 
Geary, George B. Lindsay, J. L. Garrett, 
Ward R. Bliss, J. H. Osborne, Benj. C. 
Fox, Kingsley Montgomery, Hiram 
Hathaway, Jr., A. D. MacDade, Josiah 
Smith, Joseph H. Hinkson, J. E. Mc- 
Donough, Edward H. Hall, Edwin A. 
Howell, George M. Booth, W. B. Broom- 
all, W. S. Sykes and W. I. Schaffer. 








TEXAS, 


At a meeting of the Weatherford bar, 
held at the court house of Parker County 
on Feb. 5, a committee composed 
Messrs. J. W. Stephens, J. M. Richards 
and Harry W. Kuteman reported ap- 
propriate resolutions on the death of the 
late A. J. Hood, the oldest member of the 
Weatherford bar, — 

The Austin Bar Association met re- 
cently to take suitable action on the 
death of David Hubbard Hewlett, Esq. 
The meeting was called to order by Col. 
John Dowell, president of the associa- 
tion, and J. Bouldin Rector was elected 
secretary. The following were appointed 
pall bearers: 

Fred C. Von Rosenberg, H. E. Shelley, 
Ashby James, George Pendexter, N. A. 
Rector and W. F. Boyette. 

The following were appointed a com- 
mittee to draft an appropriate expression 
of sympathy and condolence to the fam- 
ily of the deceased. 

W. M. Walton, J. H. Robertson, W. 
Von Rosenberg, Jr., J. H. Caldwell, 
Raymond Hill and Charles Stephenson. 


WISCONSIN. 


The newly elected officers of the Wis- 
consin Bar Assoctation are as follows: 


President—Joshua Stark, Milwaukee. 
Secretary—C. I. Haring, Milwaukee. 
Treasurer—C. S. Hanks, Madison. 

Vice Presidents—First Circuit, Thomas 
M. Kearney; Second, J. G. Flanders; 
Third, L. D. Nash; Fourth, Charles Bar- 
bour; Fifth, J. M. Smith; Sixth, Ray 8. 
Reid; Seventh, E. E. Browne; Eighth, J. 
W. Bashford; Ninth, John M. Olin; 
Tenth, G. W. Latta; Eleventh, H. H. 
Grace; Twelfth, B. B. Eldredge; Thir- 
teenth, Edwin Hurlbut; Fourteenth, C. 
E. Vroman; Fifteenth, C. A. Lamoreux; 
Sixteenth, E. L. Bump; Seventeenth, M. 
Cc. Ring. 


Two interesting papers were read by 
George R. Peck, of Milwaukee, on Abra- 
ham Lincoln, and by 8S. 8S. Gregory, of 
Chicago, on the Louisiana purchase. 

Concerning Lincoln in court, Mr. Peck 
said: 

“It is unfortunate that few, if any, of 
his legal arguments, either to court or 
jury, have been preserved except in frag- 
ments, resting mostly in the memory of 
his neighbors and of his associates at the 
bar. A few, alas! a rapidly diminisaing 
few, are left of those who knew him. 
Among them, the venerable Henry W. 
Blodgett, for many years judge of the 
United States Court for the Northern 
District of Illinois and now in his retire- 
ment, happy in the respect and affection 
of all, is, perhaps, as capable of express- 
ing a just opinion of Lincoln’s profes- 
sional characteristics as any one living. 
I asked him only a few weeks ago to tell 
me something about him as a lawyer, 
and he said: ‘He was a good, safe, careful 
and very successful lawyer, whose argu- 
ments were models of clear and convinc- 
ing reasoning.’ I inquired: “What are 
the elements which were most prominent 
in his conduct of a lawsuit?’ He an- 
swered, ‘His great success was the result, 
first, of his unrivaled clearness of state- 
ment, and, secondly, of his absolute fair- 
ness and candor.’ He added that what- 
ever Lincoln stated to be the law and 
the facts, no court ever doubted that he 
honestly believed them to be so. Hern- 
don says that Lincoln was a good law- 
yer in a good case and a poor Jawyer in 
abadcase. I wish there were more such 
lawyers. I imagine his forensic argu- 
ments were like his political ones, com- 
pact, convincing, inexorable. 


At the banquet Gen. E. EB. Bryant, the 
retiring president, officiated as toastmas- 
Moe and toasts were responded to as fol- 
Ows: 

“The Lawyer and the Legislature,” 
Senator C. A, Lamoreux, Ashland. 

“The Legal Education and Examina- 
tion,” Jéshua Stark, Milwaukee. 

“The Federal Judiciary,” Judge W. H. 
Seaman, Milwaukee. 

“The Newspaper and the Court,” Amos 
Wilder, Madison State Journal. 








CANADA. 


The County of York Law Association 
held its annual meeting in the co 
building at Toronto on Jan. 29. It was 
largely attended. The retiring President, 
William Mortimer Clark, Q. C., was jp 
the chair. 

The annual report of the Board go 
Trustees was read. It dealt with th. 
question of getting a room in the 
City Hall. After a little discussion the 
matter was referred back to the Board of 
Trustees, 


Officers for the year 
elected as follows: J. - Macdon. 
ald, President; J. B. Clark, Q. ¢, 
Vice-President; Walter Barwick, Q. ¢, 
Treasurer; Angus MacMurchy, Curator: 
Shirley Denison, Secretary, and A. W., 
Anglin, Goodwin Gibson, A. T. Kirkpat- 
rick, R. J. McClellan, W. E. Middleton, 
H. M. Mowat, Q. C., and J. W. Saunders 
were elected trustees. Walter N. W, 
Rowell and H. M. Dunn were appointed 
Auditors. It was decided that a large 
portrait of Mr. Walter Barwick, Q. C., be 
procured and hung on the wall. 

The Carleton Law Association, the rep. 
resentative legal body of Ottawa, held 
its twelfth annual meeting at the court 
house recently, received the statements 
of the work of the year and transacted 
other business. Mr. M. J. Gorman, Presi. 
dent of the society, presided, and among 
the lawyers present were Messrs. W. D. 
Hogg, Q. C., F. H. Chryster, Q. C., G. F. 
Henderson, E. F. Burritt, EB. G. Code, 
John Bishop, Charles O’Connor, F. A 
Magee, R. J. Sims, J. F. Orde, W. C. Per. 
kins, W. H. Barry, J. L. McDougal and 
W. A. D. Lees. 


The annual report, read by the Secr- 
tary, Mr. E. F. Burritt, stated that the 
association at present has a membership 
of 73, an increase of one over last year, 
after striking off the names of members 
who have retired or died. The annual 
fees paid amounted to $245; the stock 
taken by new members was $70, of which 
$35 was paid, along with $50, the balance 
due by ten members from the previous 
year. The Law Society of Upper Canada 
gave a grant“to the association of $44), 
and the Ontario Government $45.4. 
These sums, with $4.99 interest, amount- 
ed in all to $820.44. During the year the 
sum of $455.15 was expended in the pur- 
chase of books, and after the other ex- 
penses of the association had been paid 
a balance of $81.89 remained in the treas- 
urer’s hands. Two hundred and fifty- 
three volumes were added to the library 
during the year, the total number of 
books now being 1,936. The value of 
these is about $5,800, and $4,000 insurance 
is carried on them. Six books have been 
lost. 

The committee appointed to confer with 
the County Council about the erection of 
an addition to the courthouse has met 
with some encouragement from that 
body, and the matter will be further dis- 
cussed at a joint meeting of the County 
Council and the Law Association cem- 
mittees. On June 22 the association lost 
ene of its most prosperous members in 
the person of the late Martin O’Gar, 
Q.C., LL.D. Upon the recommendation 
of the association, F. H. Chrysler was 
appointed to the Benchers’ Society to fill 
the vacancy caused by Mr. O’Garas 
death. 

The County Court Judges had so far 
acceded to the request of the association 
as to divide the list of cases at the regu- 
lar sittings of the Ottawa Division 
Courts, so that only the first 100 sum- 
monses were issued for the first day of 
each sitting. Other recommendations, 
however, had not yet been granted. 


A minimum tariff of conveyancing 10 
Ottawa was adopted during the year. 
inspector of law libraries visited Ottawé 
in August, and expressed himself 4 
highly pleased with the manner in which 
the local law library is kept. 

Mr, J. F. Orde, treasurer, reported that 
during the year the total receipts wer 
$1,017.54 and the expenditures $936.6. 


were then 
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jeaving a balance on hand amounting to 


89. 
9 motion of Mr. Orde, it was decided 
te reduce the annual fees to $6. 

Messrs. Hogg, Q. C., Chrysler, Q. C., 
Gorman and Bishop were appointed to 
confer with the Jail and Building Com- 
mittee of the County Council relative to 
proposed alterations at the courthouse. 

Mr. M. J. Gorman, who has ably filled 
the office of president for the past two 

, and has done much to promote the 
interests of the association, retired, and 
the elections of officers resulted as fol- 


weresident—John I. MacCracken, 

Vice-President—R. G. Code. 

Secretary—E. F.. Burritt. 

Treasurer—J. F. Orde. 

Trustees— Messrs. W. D. Hogg, Q. C. 
F. H. Chrysler, Q. C., M. J. Gorman, John 
Bishop and J. P. Fisher. 

Auditors—Messrs. F. A, Magee and R. 
J, Sims. 


THE BAR AT LARGE. 


PERSONAL AND PARTNERSHIP NOTES 





NEW ENGLAND STATES, 


CONNECTICUT. 

Bridgeport.—John J. Corr and H. E. 
Shannon have formed a partnership. 

Middletown.—D. J. Donahue has been 
admitted to practice in the United States 
District Court. 

New Britain.—G. W. Klett has been ad- 
mitted to practice in the United States 
District Court. 


MAINE, 


Bangor.—William B. Peirce has moved 
into his new law offices in the Bass 
Building from his former quarters on 
Central street. Hugo Clark also has of- 
fices in the Bass Building adjoining those 
of Mr. Peirce, on the floor over the Pearl 
& Dennett offices. 


Bethel.—_H. H. Hastings has opened an 
Office in the suite with Judge Frye, on 
Broad street. 


Eastport.—Leo D. Lamond, a leading 
young lawyer here, who has been in part- 
nership with Colin MacNichols in the up- 
per part of the Shorland Block, has en- 
gaged a large office in the upper part of 
the Burns Block, across the street, and 
will soon move into his new quarters. 

Foxcroft.—Aubrey L. Fletcher, who, 
since being admitted to the bar, has been 
connected with the law office of F. E. 
Guernsey, has taken rooms in the Opera 
House Block. 


Houlton.—EXmery C. Betts has recently 


Opened an office in the Merrill Block in 
— formerly occupied by Miss Esta- 


Houlton.—Messrs. Wilson & Gorham 
have dissolved partnership. 

Phillips.—F. BE. Timberlake and N. P. 
Noble have formed a partnership. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Everett.—C. C. Long is to again open 
an Everett office. He will occupy the 
rooms over Hadley & Noyes, at the cor- 
her of Chelsea and Broadway. 

Everett.—B. Leroy Sweetser has opened 
&n office in the Odd Fellows Building. 

Holyoke.—A. L. Green and Fred F. 
Bennett have formed a partnership un- 
der the name of Green & Bennett. 

Middleboro.—D. D. Sullivan has leased 
toom 9 in the Bank Block and will occupy 
it as a law office in connection with his 
Present insurance and real estate office. 

North Adams.—John BE. Magenis has 

d the second story corner rooms in 
the Sullivan Block. 

Webster.—F. H. Berger has been ad- 
mitted to the bar of the Circuit Court of 
the United States at Boston. 

Worcester.—F. H. Johnson has moved 
his office to 713 State Mutual Building. 





VERMONT. 

Bethel.—The firm of Edgerton & Noo- 
nan has opened an office in Cushing 
Block. 

Brattleboro.—Dmery & Co. have opened 
alaw and collection office in Velery 
Building. 

Middleburg.—L. D. Eldredge has moved 
his law and insurance office into the 
rooms with Stewart & Wilds. His for- 
mer office is now occupied by Judge 


Bliss. 
RHODD ISLAND. 
Providence.—Henry C. Cram and Fred- 
erick C. Olney have been admitted to 
practice in the United States courts. 
Woonsocket.—John J. Mee has engaged 
offices in the Patriot Building. 





MIDDL® ATLANTIC STATES. 
DELAWARE. 


Clinton.—A. O. Smith, an attorney of 
Newton, IIL, has opened an office on 
East Main street. 


Dover.—W. Watson Harrington, the 
young lawyer who was admitted to prac- 
tice last year, has been appointed to be 
Register of Wills for Kent County, to 
fill the vacancy caused by the death of 
Charles J. Harrington until the next elec- 
tion. The new Register is the son of the 
deceased officer. 


NEW JERSEY. 


Bridgeton.—Rex A. Donnelly has taken 
room No. 9 in the Pioneer Building. 

Paterson.—David H. Bilder has re- 
moved his office to room 44 on the same 
floor of the Paterson National Bank 
Building, 150 Market street. 


NEW YORK. 


Chatham.—A partnership has been 
formed by Aaron B. Gardiner, a former 
District Attorney of this county, and 
Sanford W. Smith, under the firm name 
of Gardiner & Smith. The new firm will 
practice in the present office of Mr. Gar- 
diner on Main street. 

Glens Falls.—Charles R. Patterson is 
moving his office from the Murray 
block, corner of Glen and Park streets, 
to the Thomson & Bullard block, War- 
ren street. 

Gouverneur.—H. Walter Lee has be- 
come a member of the firm of Conger & 
Orvis, and this firm will now change its 
name to that of Conger, Orvis & Lee. 

Hornellisville.—W. W. Oxx has moved 
his office to rooms over the Postoffice, in 
the rear. 

Morrisville.—The firm of Smith & 
Tompkins, at Morrisville, has been dis- 
solved by mutual consent. Mr, Tomp- 
kins will continue the business at the 
office so long occupied by Judge Smith. 

Parish.—Charles Fairchilds has opened 
an office in the rooms over Edick & 
Davey’s hardware store. 

Plattsburg.—A change has been made 
in the firm of which Smith M. Weed isa 
member. Thomas B, Cotter, of Platts- 
burg, has been taken into the firm, and 
offices will be opened in New York city 
and in Plattsburg. The firm’s name in 
New York will be Smith, Conway & 
Weed, and in Plattsburg the firm’s name 
will be Weed, Conway & Cotter. 

Syracuse.—O. M. Reilly, of Phoenix, 
and J, N. Mosher have formed a partner- 
ship and taken offices at 418-420 Kirk 
block. 

Syracuse.—Edward Devine, former 
clerk of the Municipal Court, has opened 
offices on the eighth floor of the Ononda- 
ga County Savings Bank building. 

Syracuse.—Charles P. Ryan, formerly 
of the firm of Ide & Ryan, has formed a 
copartnership with Edgar N. Wilson and 
D. Raymond Cobb. The new firm will 
be known as Wilson, Cobb & Ryan. 

Syracuse.—Benjamin J. Shove and Er- 
nest R. Deming have formed a co-part- 
nership under the firm name of Shove & 
Deming. Mr. Shove was formerly Dis- 
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trict Attorney. Mr. Deming has been 
his managing clerk. 


Syracuse.—The style of the law firm to 
succeed Knapp, Nottingham & Andrews 
has been decided upon. It will be Good- 
elle, Nottingham Brothers & Andrews. 
The firm is composed of William P. 
Goodelle, Edwin Nottingham, William 
Nottingham and Charles W. Andrews. 


Watertown.—George W. Reeves and 
Edward N. Smith have formed a partner- 
ship under the firm name of Smith & 
Reeves and will occupy the offices that 
have been occupied by the firm of Smith 
& Smith. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Bloomsburg.—C. C. Yetter has opened 
an office in the Wirt building, adjoining 
the Court House. 


Ellwood.—A new firm is now start- 
ed in Ellwood. L, H. Grove, Esq., lately 
admitted to practice law at the New 
Castle Bar, has purchased the business 
of Attorney H, N. Marshall. Mr. Grove 
has taken charge of the business and will 
remain in the same office occupied by 
Mr. Marshall. 

Lock Haven.—Paul Berghaus has. 
opened an office in Lock Haven. William 
Harris, of Lock Haven, has been ap- 
pointed by Gov. Stone Associate Judge of 
Clinton County, to succeed William In 
Hamilton, deceased, 

Scranton.—The firm of Stern & Lauer, 
of 78 Dearborn street, has been dissolved: 
by the withdrawal of Albert S. Lauer, 
who will enter the firm of Ringer & 
Wilhartz, Fort Dearborn building. 

Williamsport.—William Ellis Haines 
and Clarence E. Peaslee have associated 
themselves together under the firm name 
of Haines & Peaslee and have opened of- 
fices in the Hess building. 


York.—P. J. M. Heindel has removed 
his office from the Security Title and 
Trust Company’s building to rooms BF 
and J in Small’s Mercantile and Law 
building. 


SOUTHERN STATES. 
ALABAMA, 

Birmingham.—Thomas Cobbs and Hon. 
Francis M. Lowe have formed a part- 
nership, having an office in the Roden 
building. 

Mobile.—Joseph H. Lyons has com- 
menced the practice of law and has 
opened an office in the City Nationak 
Bank building, 17 North Royal street. 
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Scottsboro.—J. B. Tally and J. lL. 
Hackworth have formed a partnership 
under the firm name of Tally & Hack- 
worth. 

GEORGIA. 


Atlanta.—C. A. Waddington, a well. 
known young attorney, has recently re- 
moved from Atlanta to Dublin, where he 
‘will in future practice his profession. 

Savannah.—A new firm, duBignon & 
Stephens, has been formed by the co- 
partnership of Messrs. F. G. duBignon 
and William B. Stephens, with offices in 
the building of the Southern Express 
Company. Mr. F. G. duBignon is gen- 
eral counsel of the Southern Express 
Company. Mr. Stephens was formerly 
division counsel of the Plant system, but 
resigned this position to accept the co- 
Partnership of Mr. duBignon and to de- 
vote himself to the general practice. 


KENTUCKY. 


Cynthiana.—M. C. Swinford and Stan- 
ped Webster have formed a law partner- 
ship. 

Louisville-—Hon. Isaac Palmer Cald- 
‘well and Mr. Walter Darling have 
formed a new firm, with offices in the 
new Bull Block, at the corner of Fifth 
and Market streets. 

Hopkinsville.—The firm of Feland & 
Wilkinson has beén dissolved by mutual 
consent, and each of the members will 
practice alone. Mr. Wilkinson has opened 
offices in Court Row, rear of courthouse. 
Mr. Freland will retain the apartments in 
the Hopper Block. 

LOUISIANA. 

Shreveport.—Alexander & Wilkinson is 
the name of a new firm composed of T. 
Alexander and J. D. Wilkinson. 

MARYLAND. 

Baltimore.—David Stewart and Edwin 
J. Farber have formed a law partner- 
ship under the name of Stewart & Far- 
ber. They have taken offices in the At- 
lantic Trust Building. 

Crisfield.—The firm of Long & Robins 
thas been dissolved by mutual consent. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


Raleigh.—Herbert E. Norris has opened 
an office in the Johnson Drug Store 


Building. 
TENNESSEE. 


Chattanooga.—A partnership has been 
formed between Col. Charles R. Head 
and Milton J. Anderson. The firm 
will hereafter be known as Head & An- 
4ierson. The firm will have three hand- 
somely appointed offices on the second 
floor of the Times Building. 


Lewisburg.—Armstrong and Smithson 
and Hon. A. B. Neil have formed a part- 
nership. The firm name will be Arm- 
strong, Smithson & Neil. 

Paris.—Charles R. Bostwick, Jr., has 
opened an office here. 

Paris.—The firm of Taylor & Porter has 
been dissolved by mutual consent. 
Charles D. Porter will continue the prac- 
tice in all of the courts of Henry and 
adjoining counties, and can be found in 
the office heretofore occupied on the east 
side of the Square. 

Sevierville.—George L, Zerkle and M. I. 
McMahon have entered into partnership. 

Sparta.—Several changes have taken 
Place in legal circles. The well known 
firm of Jarvis & Hill will in the future 
‘be styled Jarvis, Hill & Jarvis, A. E. Jar- 
vis, son of E. Jarvis, being taken into 
the firm. Judge W. F. Story has joined 
the firm of Mitchell & Kirby, which is to 
be known as the firm of Story, Mitchell 
& Kirby. 

TEXAS. 


Clarksville—N. P. Doak and J. R. 
Kennedy have entered into partnership. 

Fort Worth.—Pruit & Smith have 
‘moved their offices to rooms Nos. 205 and 
.206, second floor, Hoxie building. 

Waxahachie—County Attorney Lee 
Hawkins has appointed Robert Wimbish 
Assistant County Attorney to fill the va- 








cancy caused by the regisnation of S. B. 
Farrer, who is a candidate for County 
Attorney. 


CENTRAL STATES. 
ILLINOIS. 
Chicago.—Edward R. Litzinger has be- 
come a member of the law firm of Flan- 


agan & O’Keefe. The firm has removed 
to suit 1111-1112 Ashland Block. 


Chicago.—Mr. George F. Johnson has 
recently opened an office in room 1, 
northwest corner of State and Thirty- 
ninth streets. 

Chicago.—Henry Weissenbach, a broth- 
er of Joseph W. Weissenbach, Assistant 
State’s Attorney, has associated himself 
in the practice of law with Haynie R. 
Pearson, former Assistant State’s Attor- 
ney. The office of the new law firm is 
suite 910 Teutonic Building. 


Fairbury.—Robert Henning has opened 
an office over Claudon’s Bank. 

Effingham.—Charles H. Kelly has 
moved his office fom the Loy Building to 
the Austin Opera House, over the First 
National Bank. 


La Clair.—W. A. Goldschmidt has 
opened an office in the City Hall. 


INDIANA. 


Crawfordsville.—The firm of Thomas & 
Whittington has been dissolved and each 
gentleman will continue practice alone. 
Judge Thomas will remain in the old 
office and Mr. Whittington will have 
rooms on South Washington street, the 
second stairway south of the First Na- 
tional Bank. 


Decatur.—The firm of Peterson & 
France have leased the entire second 
floor of the new building opposite the 
Court House, on South Second street, and 
will occupy these rooms as soon as they 
are ready for occupancy. 

Jasper.—The firm of Traylor & Hun- 
ter, which has existed here for twenty- 
two years, has dissolved by mutual con- 
sent, Mr. S. Hunter retiring and 
Bomar Traylor entering into partnership 
with his father, under the firm name of 
Traylor & Traylor. 


Marion. — Evan Ferree, ex-County 
Clerk, will engage in practice. He has 
formed a partnership with Waldo Hais- 
ley, of Fairmount, and they have opened 
offices in the Wyandotte Building on 
Washington street. 

South Bend.—C. P. Du Comb has leased 
the ground floor room in the Chockelt 
Building on South Main street and will 
fit it up for a law office. 


South Bend.—Hon. B. F. Shively_and 
H. R. Wair, of the firm of Weir, Weir, 
Darrow & Wair, announce they have en- 
tered into partnership under the firm 
name and style of Shively & Wair. The 
suite of rooms at No. 120 South Michigan 
street, now used by Mr. Shively as offices, 
after being remodeled and refitted will be 
occupied by the new firm. Mr. Wair will 
hereafter be found at the above address. 

Terre Haute.—R. V. Newton has left E. 
F. Williams’ office to go into partnership 
with W. A. Keerns. They will have their 
office across the hall from Mr. Williams 
in the rooms formerly occupied by Judge 
Pierce. 


Warsaw.—D. 8S. Taylor has located 
here. 


IOWA. 


Audubon.—Cosson & Ross have moved 
into the rooms in the rear of Nash & 
Phelps’ office building. 

Council Bluffs.—The firm of Barton 
Van Slyke & Fitcher have opened a 
branch office in the J. L. Fetter Build- 
ing. 

Des Moines.—H. F. Dale, 8. B. Allen 
and R. G. Patton, attorneys, Des Moines, 
have united to form the firm of Dale, 
Allen & Patton. Their office will be the 
west suite of rooms on the sixth floor of 
the Observatory Building, 31. 





———— 
ey 


Hastings.—L. T. Genung has moved his 
law office from Hastings to Gle 
where he will reside in the future, 

Mason City.—L. C. Rinard and R. w, 
Witwer have formed a co-partne 
under the firm name of Rinard & Wit. 
wer. Their office rooms will be over the 
Commercial Savings Bank. 


Ogden.—Clark & Cressler, Scranton’s 
popular lawyers, have opened a branch 
law office at Ogden, where one member 
of the firm will hereafter be found, 


Rockwell City.—The firm of Stevenson 
& Lavender has dissolved. These gentle. 
men have been in partnership in the 
practice of law for a number of years 
and have been the strongest legal firm 
in northwestern Iowa. Mr. Stevenson 
was county attorney for two terms ang 
Hon. J. F. Lavender was Representative 
from the Sixty-first district for the past 
four years, They will each continue their 
practice in this city, but henceforth in. 
dividually. 

Sigourney.—George L. Bartow and 
William H. Hankins have formed a oco- 
partnership with offices over Bartow 
Brothers’ store. 

Sioux City.—The firm of Lewis @ 
Beardsley has dissolved. Mr. Lewis will 
retain his office in the Toy Block and Mr, 
Beardsley will take an office over the 
Northwestern National Bank. 


MICHIGAN. 


Dowaglac.—Con W. Hendryx and Fred 
E. Phillipson have formed a partnership 
under the name of Hendryx & Phillip- 
son. 

Grand Rapids.—The well known firm of 
Dunham & Dunham has dissolved. M. 
L. Dunham has taken possession of new 
offices in rooms 117, 119 and 121 Widdi- 
eomb Building, while his brother, Harri- 
son M., will do business in the old offices 
over the Fourth National Bank. 


Hancock.—Co-partnership has been en. 
tered into by Judge Haire and the well 
known firm of Gray & Rice, of Hoghton. 
The new firm will be known as Gray, 
Haire & Rice, 

Kalamazoo.—The firm of Boudeman & 
Adams at Kalamazoo has been dissolved 
after being in existence ten years, be- 
cause the junior partner, John W. 
Adams, becomes Circuit Judge. 

Lapeer.—The firm of Kohler & White 
having expired by its terms of limitation, 
Mr. Kohler will conduct the business at 
the old stand, and Mr. White returns to 
the rooms he formerly occupied with 
John Loughname. 

Port Huron.—Stephen A. Graham, of 
this city, has been admitted to practice 
in the United States Court. 


OHIO. 


Alliance.—D. E. Carlin of West Salem, 
Wayne county, has decided to locate in 
Alliance, and for the present will occupy 
the office of Attorney Lewis. 

Barnesville.—The firm of Colpitts & 
Lynch has been dissolved. Mr. Colpitts 
will continue practice here, as formerly. 
while Mr. Lynch has returned to Woods- 
field and will resume practice there. 

Cincinnati—J. C. Harper and Alfred G. 
Allen have formed a partnership. Their 
offices are, as they have been, in the 
Carew Building. 

Cincinnati.—John D, Follett has been 
admitted to the firm of Follett & Kelley. 
Clifford Muller, who was with ex-Solicl- 
tor Rendigs, is now in the Bell Block. 

Cincinnati.—A new law firm has been 
created. The partners are United States 
Assistant District Attorney Ed 
Moulinier. Mr. Alfred Bettman and Mr. 
Graham Hunt. They will have offices in 
the St. Paul Building. 

Columbus.—Bert Maxwell and 0. W. 
Patrick have formed a partnership and 
opened an office on the. second floor 
the Lamb block. 

Columbus.—There is a new law firm. 
It is styled Dyer, Williams and Stouffer, 


ney J. H. Dyer, Henry Williams, 





and includes former Prosecuting Attor- 
Charles 
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J, Stouffer. It has been Dyer & Williams 
ever since the two partners retired from 
the Prosecuting Attorney’s office. 
Cleveland.—There has been a change in 
the composition of the law firm of Ford, 
Hepry, Baldwin & McGraw, by which it 
becomes Ford, Snyder, Henry & Mc- 
Graw. S. Prentiss Baldwin retires from 
the firm, and his place is taken by Lon 
M. Snyder, until now with the firm of 
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey. 
Hamilton.—U. F. Bickley has engaged 
a suite of offices on the second floor of 
the new Mehrum Building, which he will 
occupy as soon as the building is com- 


ted. 
De renafeld.—James T. Fitzgerald has 
opened an office in the Bird Building. 


Newark.—Frank A. Bolton and Frank 
Pp, Kennedy have formed a partnership 
under the firm name of Bolton & Ken- 
nedy. Mr. Bolton, since his admission to 
the bar, has been with Smythe & 

e, while Mr. Kennedy has been 
with Judge Rees for the past two years. 
Their offices are in the Donovan Block 
on the east side. 

Painesville.—C. W. Osborne has re- 
moved his office to a room in the Pioneer 
Trust Building. 

Portsmouth.—Alex C. Woodrow has 
been admitted to practice before the In- 
terior Department. 

Springfield—John L. Plummer and 
Horace C. Keifer have been admitted to 
practice in the United States Circuit 
and District courts. 

Toledo.—Byron Ritchie has associated 
himself with the firm of Fluckey & Gar- 
ver, the name now being Ritchie, Garver 
& Fluckey. The offices of the firm will 
be in the Gardner. 

WISCONSIN. 

Black River Falis.—This city has lost 
an able lawyer, as G. M, Potham has 
left for Chicago to join the firm of Du- 
pee, Judah, Willard & Wolf. He was 
born in the city and was considered the 
ablest criminal lawyer in Western Wis- 
consin. It leaves the city with but two 
lawyers. 

Milwaukee.—George A. Burton, for the 
past six years with the well-known firm 
of Rietbrock & Halsey, has entered into 
general practice with offices at 13 and 14 
Marshall block, 107 Wisconsin street. 

Milwaukee.—Kanneberg, McGee & 
Cleaver is the title of a new law firm 
with offices at 65 and 67 First National 
Bank Building. The members are 
Adolph Kanneberg, C. A. A. McGee and 
H. A. Cleaver. 


WESTERN STATES. 


CALIFORNIA. 

San Diego.—Iverson L. Harris, for a 
number of years in Macon, Ga., and who 
has recently chosen this city for his per- 
manent residence, has opened offices in 
the Keating block. 

San Francisco.—The firm of Shortridge 
& Beatty is no more, the members of 
the concern having dissolved partner- 
ship. S. M. Shortridge will continue to 
do business in the old offices and Will- 
jam Beatty has opened offices elsewhere. 
The most cordial feeling still exists be- 
tween the former partners, and they re- 

to discuss for publication the 
causes of their dissolution. 
COLORADO. : 

Denver.—Joseph Sterling, vouched for 
by James H. Brown, and Arthur Corn- 
forth, by F. S. Richardson, have been ad- 
mitted to practice before the Federal 
Court, 

Denver.—The firm of Rogers & Shaf- 
roth has been increased by a new mem- 
ber, Frank B. Gregg. The firm name is 
how Rogers, Shafroth & Gregg. The al- 
liance is peculiar from a political point 
of view, as Mr. Shafroth is a Silver Re- 
publican, Mr. Rogers is a Gold Demo- 
crat and the new partner is an admin- 
istration Republican. 

Trinidad.—B. B. Franks and P. H. 
Murray have formed a partnership. They 
= occupy an office in the Bank Build- 





KANSAS. 


Arkansas City.—G. W. Hargis has 
opened an office in the city. He has the 
rooms recently vacated by Judge Miller. 
The Judge now has his office over the 
postoffice. 

Hutchinson.—A partnership has been 
formed between Carr W. Taylor and J. U. 
Brown, of the Reno County bar. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Fargo.—C. L, Bradley has retired from 
the firm of Benton, Lovell & Bradley, and 
has been succeeded by D. B. Holt, who is 
bankruptcy referee for the southern half 
of the State. Mr. Holt will continue his 
official duties, and Mr. Bradley will es- 
tablish a partnership with another local 
lawyer. . 

Grand Forks.—The firm of Bangs & 
Guthrie, of Grand Forks, has dissolved 


partnership. 
WASHINGTON, 


Colfax.—The law firm of Chadwick & 
Bryant has been dissolved, Mr. Bryant 
retiring from the firm. The firm is com. 
posed of S. J. Chadwick and W. J. Bry- 
ant, and they have been together nearly 


three years. 
CANADA. 


Toronto. — Messrs. Masten, Warren, 
Starr and Spence, all well-known bar- 
risters, have entered into a partnership 
under the above firm name. They have 
located their offices in the Canada Life 
Building. Mr. Horace Thorne, who has 
been for some years the head of the firm 
of Thorne, Warren & Starr, has retired 
from the active practice of the law. 

CUBA. 

Havana.—At a special meeting of the 
Cabinet Secretaries with General Wood, 
called to arrange various matters pend- 
ing his return from his trip through the 
island, Senors Estoves (Secretary of Jus- 
tice), Zayas and Barreiro, with another 
lawyer to be named later, were appoint- 
ed a committee to investigate the laws 
of the island, with a view to needed re- 
forms, along with Major Runcie, Mr. Ho- 
ratio Rubens and Mr. Ernest Lee Conant. 


Havana.—The newly appointed com- 
missions on finance and law have begun 
work. The work of the law commission 
is the more pressing. One of the first 
things to be done is to establish police 
courts over the whole island, so as to in- 
sure a prompt hearing for all prisoners 
and thus prevent the tedious delays 
which are now common. One result of 
the establishment of these courts will be 
the prompt release of those against 
whom there is no probable cause for ac- 
tion. The whole system will be arranged 
to expedite the course of justice. Special 
attention will be paid to the punishment 
of perjury. There is now existing no 
penalty against perjury, which is so com- 
mon that it may be called a national 
vice. A member of General Brooke’s 
late cabinet said when arguing against 
the repeal of the law permitting the 
State to force evidence from accused per- 
sons to be used against them, that no 
convictions could ever be secured unless 
this were permitted. He declared that 
he could get all the witnesses he wanted 
to swear to anything. The commission 
intends to frame a law relating to per- 
jury that will be so severe that its en- 
forcement will lead to a wholesale fear 
of false swearing in the courts. 
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Matters of Interest to Attorneys Prac- 
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(New York city attorneys are requested to send 
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dissolution of partnerships, etc., for insertion. 
No charge is made.—Ed.) 











Death of Augustus Rapelye. 


Augustus Rapelye died at his home at 
Newtown, L. I., recently. He was born 
sixty-three years ago in Brooklyn. He 
was graduated from Columbia Law 








School about thirty-five years ago, but 
never practiced law, devoting himself to 
the management of the large estate of 
the family. He was noted for his chari- 
ties and was accustomed to give away 
annually fully one-fourth of his income. 
Sylvester L. Malone. 


Mr. Sylvester L. Malone, nephew of 
the late Father Sylvester L. Malone, has 
opened a law office in the St. Paul build- 
ing, Broadway and Ann street, Manhat- 
tan. Miss Marcella Malone, his sister, 
is associated with her brother. 


Justice Marean Has a Woman Secre- 
tary. 

Supreme Court Justice Marean in 
Brooklyn appointed on Feb. 1 as his 
private secretary Miss Mary F. Wisner 
at a salary of $1,500 a year. Miss Wisner 
is about 20 years old and is a steno- 
grapher and typewriter. She is the 
cousin of Justice Marean’s wife and lives 
with them. This is an innovation. All 
the other Justices have men as their 
private secretaries. 


Death of Harold Griffing. 


Harold Griffing, a young lawyer, died 
at his home, 1976 Lexington avenue, re- 
cently. He was born at St, Louis, on 
July 9, 1869; had a thorough schooling in 
Boston, entered the College of the City 
of New York in 1886, Columbia Univer- 
sity as a sophomore the next year. He 
was the most brilliant student in the uni- 
versity, won two three-year fellowships 
of $500 a year each, and was graduated 
first in Greek, Latin, German, literature 
and psychology. Intending to become an 
instructor, he took a three-years’ post- 
graduate course in psychology and got 
his doctor’s degree in 1892. His father 
had been well-to-do, but died in his son’s 
sophomore year. The young man taught, 
preparing boys for college, and had 
among his pupils the son of Senator De- 
Pew. But with a mother and sister to 
support, Dr. Griffing had to abandon 
teaching for a career that would pay him 
better, and he studied law. He was ad- 
mitted to the bar in July last year. 


A New Scheme to Bleed Newspapers, 


A new scheme for beating the New 
York newspapers has recently been un- 
earthed. A number of “shyster”’ law- 
yers have conspired to bleed the publish- 
ers by means of an ingenious plan. 

When a man or woman has been in- 
jured on the streets of the city and taken 
to one of the hospitals, the person is be- 
seiced with offers from these lawyers to 
bring damage suits against the news- 
papers which may have published notices. 
of the accident. In some cases $500 cash 
has been offered for this privilege. 

The person injured is induced by the 
conspirators to give a wrong address, 
which is usually that of some one of the 
same name. When the item is printed 
the person named is visited by one of 
these lawyers and induced to begin suit 
against the newspaper. 

Cases are on record where newspapers. 
have been obliged to pay $20,000 for 
printing an address from the official blot- 
ter of the hospital when that address. 
merely, not the name, was that of a dif- 
ferent person from the one mentioned in 
the article complained of. This practice 
is confined not to the hospitals alone, 
but to the various police stations in the. 
city as well. It is of no avail to pro- 
duce the blotter with the address upon 
it in court, for in the majority of cases 
the fact that the wrong name or address 
has been published is enough to insure a 
verdict for the plaintiff. 


Justice Gaynor Discourses on the Duty 
of Jurymen,. 


In an opinion given on Feb. 5 by Jus- 
tice Gaynor in the Supreme Court, grant- 
ing a new trial in the case of Augustus. 
Reiss and Charles Weber v. the Village 
of Pelham, Westchester County, he takes 
occasion to deplore the interference of 
the jury which tried the case previously 
in matters of law. Justice Gaynor states 
that the function of a jury is the deter. 
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mination of facts, and that the Judge 
Settles the questions of law. Neither 
should interfere with the other, the Jus- 
tice says. Reiss and Weber, who were 
driving at night to Pelham, were injured 
while crossing a bridge from the town of 
Pelham to the village of Pelham. The 
horse was killed. The bridge was in bad 
repair. By statute both the village and 
town were liable. The two men brought 
individual actions against the village of 
Pelham. The jury in the suit for dam- 
ages before Justice Gaynor gave a ver- 
Gict for the village. On the application 
for a new trial which was made 
before Justice Gaynor affidavits were 
submitted from some of the jurymen 
showing that the reason why the defend- 
ant secured the verdict was because the 
jury thought that the village and the 
town were jointly liable, and that the 
plaintiffs should have brought their ac- 
tions against both the town and village 
and the amount of damages should have 
been divided. 

Justice Gaynor says: 

“This is a scandalous matter. The jury 
makes no scruple of swearing that, in 
disregard of their duty to decide the 
facts submitted to them and nothing 
else, leaving the law to the Court, they 
entered into a consideration of a point of 
law in the jury room and decided the 
case in accordance with their decision of 
such point of law. Of course, the plain- 
tiffs had a right to sue either the town or 
the village, or both, just as they saw fit, 
but it was none of the jury’s business 
which they did, nor of the Court’s either. 
ory yet this is what they swear they 


“There is a way to call such jurymen to 
account. It is to be hoped that the Com- 
missioner of Jurors will take care not 
to put them on the panel hereafter. No 
man’s rights are safe in the hands of 
such men. Their conduct is outrageous. 
It is enough to dishearten a judge who 
wants to have justice done to have to 
hold court with such jurymen. .. . 

“Of what use could it be for trial judge 
to tell jurors that a trial is divided into 
two parts, namely, the decision of all 
points of law by the judge and the deci- 
sion of questions of fact by the jury, 
neither having the right to usurp the of- 
fice of the other, if jurors will neverthe- 
less defy the law and act as the jurors 
did in this case?” 


Col. Gardiner Displaced. 


Gov. Roosevelt made an announcement 
on Feb. 5 regarding the displacement of 
District Attorney Gardiner by the At- 
torney General in the matter of the in- 
vestigation being made before the Ex- 
traordinary Grand Jury in New York of 
the spreading of rumors unfavorable to 
Brooklyn Rapid Transit and other stocks 
in the interest of stock gamblers. The 
Governor said: “Owing to the repre- 
sentations made to me by the parties in- 
terested in the matters before the Special 
Grand Jury sitting in New York under 
Justice Fursman, and after careful in- 
vestigation, I came to the conclusion that 
the interests of justice would be best 
subserved by directing the Attorney Gen- 
eral to take control of the matter, which 
I have accordingly done.” 

Attorney General Davies, who was 
present in the Executive Chamber, said: 

“I have appointed John Proctor Clarke 
as a Special Deputy Attorney General, 
and he will take charge of this matter. 
Owing to the fact that he had to come 
here to swear in, Deputy Attorney Gen- 
eral Job Hedges has taken charge tem- 
porarily until his return.” 

Mr. Clarke was here, and after taking 
the oath of office and qualifying as a 
Special Deputy Attorney General re- 
turned to New York. The Governor re- 
lieved the District Attorney from acting 

’ before the Grand Jury in this matter un- 
der a provision of the Executive law, 
which empowers the Governor to take 
guch action in any case where he thinks 

the prosecuting officer would be unduly 
influenced one way or the other, so that 








justice might not be accorded those for 
whom indictments are asked. 


Municipal Justices’ Salaries. 


Senator Elsberg gives the following 
reasons for introducing the bill to in- 
crease the salaries of the judges of the 
Municipal Court: 

“T was informed that the Charter Com- 
missioners had favored such an increase 
at the time of the enactment of the char- 
ter, and that the only reason why the 
change was not made originally was 
through an oversight which it was im- 
possible to remedy at the time, because 
it was feared that a change in the 
printed charter bill might delay or preju- 
dice its passage. Several members of 
the Charter Commission, among them 
some of the most eminent gentlemen on 
that commission, were mentioned to me 
as having favored and as still favoring 
the proposed increase on the ground that 
the charter had dealt unjustly with these 
judges, inasmuch as they had previously 
been permitted to practice law, while the 
charter prohibited them from practicing, 
but made no change in the amount of 
compensation. 

“The second representation made to me 
was that a committee of the justices had 
waited upon the Governor, and that he 
had expressed himself as being impressed 
with the justice of the claim for an in- 
crease of salary. On these two distinct 
representations I introduced the bill. I 
certainly did not consider the politics of 
the judges as a factor of any importance 
in the determination of the question 
whether the incumbents of those offices 
have been justly or unjustly dealt with. 
Besides, there are Republicans as well 
as Democrats on that bench. I propose 
to ascertain whether the statements 
made to me on the strength of which I 
introduced the bill were true, and with 
that end in view I have written to sev- 
eral of the Charter Commissioners. If 
those statements were not true, I shall 
let the bill die; but if they were, and the 
claims made by the justices of that court 
are fair, I shall certainly do my best to 
have the bill passed.” 


Death of Asa Warren Parker. 


Asa Warren Parker, a well known law- 
yer and real estate operator of Brooklyn, 
died on Feb. 9, at his home, Sixty- 
seventh street and Second avenue, that 
borough. The day on which he died was 
the fifty-ninth anniversary of his birth. 
He was born in Morristown, N. J., and 
was descended from the Parkers who 
figured prominently in the early history 
of New Jersey. 

Mr. Parker was graduated from the 
College of the City of New York, and be- 
gan the practice of law in Brooklyn in 
1867. Of late years he had devoted most 
of his time to his real estate interests, 
which were large. Mr. Parker was active 
in unostentatious charities, and also in 
church work. He was at one time a 
member of the Church of the Pilgrims, 
and later of the First Presbyterian 
Church. Mr. Parker built a Presbyterian 
church at Wantagh, L. I, which was 
dedicated to the memory of his father. 
He had given bells for the steeples of a 
dozen different churches, notably at New 
Hamburg, N. Y.; Oberlin, O., and Ann 
Arbor, Mich. 


Mr. Stewart Is Entitled to His Costs. 


Robert Stewart, Esq., moved on Feb. 
1 before Justice Marean, in Supreme 
Court, Special Term, as counsel for J. A. 
Peter Hilton, in his suit against the 
Heights line for damages for alleged per- 
sonal injuries, to determine his lien as 
plaintiff’s attorney. Mr. Stewart said 
that the action was begun in October, 
1899, and on Dec. 8, Hilton said to coun- 
sel that, while he was intoxicated, a set- 
tlement was reached with the defendant 
company for $26. The defendant, coun- 
sel said, put the sum for settlement at 
$10. Now Mr. Stewart's client says that 
he did not know what he was doing when 
he signed the release. Counsel applied to 
the company to adjust the amount for his 





ae 
services, which was by agreement to be, 
fifth per cent. of the amount recoy 
His fee is to be determined and also the 
taxable costs. No notice had been serye 
on defendants, as the Court of Appeals 
held that such service is unnece 
There was no question as to the right he 
had to taxable costs, 

Justice Marean said the costs were the 
presumptive minimum value of an 
torney’s services. ‘‘That the defendant’, 
attorney must have understood, when he 
settled the case. You will take your tay. 
able costs.” 


Dinner to Justice O’Brien, 


Supreme Court Justice Morgan J, 
O’Brien was given a splendid complimep. 
tary dinner at Delmonico’s on the evep. 
ing of Jan. 31 by the Friendly Sons o 
St. Patrick, to mark his retirement from 
the presidency of that organization 
There were more than three hundrej 
guests present, including most of the 
Justices of the Supreme Court and many 
of the city officials. 

Supreme Court Justice James O’Gor. 
man, who was elected to the presidency 
to succeed Justice O’Brien, presided at 
the banquet. The large banquet hall ip 
Delmonico’s was beautifully decorated 
for the occasion, and eight tables were 
necessary to seat all the guests. At the 
middle of the table of honor sat Justice 
O’Gorman with the guest of the evening 
on his right and Archbishop Corrigan on 
his left. 

The other guests at that table wer 
Judge Dennis O’Brien, of the Court of 
Appeals; Chief Justice Charles H, Van 
Brunt, Justices Abraham Lawrence, 
Charles H. Truax, George P. Andrews, 
Edgar L. Fursman, Henry A. Gilder. 
sleeve, P. Henry Dugro, Henry Bischoff, 
Jr., David Leventritt, Francis M. Scott, 
Chester B. McLaughlin, Henry R. Beek- 
man, David McAdam and Leonard A 
Giegerich, of the Supreme Court; Chief 
Justice James M. Fitzsimons, of the City 
Court; Judge Rufus B. Cowing, of the 
Court of General Sessions; President J. 
Edward Simmons, of the Fourth Na- 
tional Bank, apd President Joseph C 
Hendricks, of thfe National Bank of Com. 
merce. 

With all that talent present the toasts, 
speeches and jests were more than oridi- 
narily interesting and the programme of 
the dinner was marked by the heartiest 
good feeling. Never before have so many 
prominent barristers been assembled to- 
gether in this city. 

During the dinner a handsome silver 
loving cup was presented to Justice 
O’Brien by the Friendly Sons of St. Pat- 
rick. The presentation was made by Jus- 
tice James Fitzgerald, of the Supreme 
Court, who made a good speech, voicing 
the sentiments of the organization. The 
cup was inscribed: “Presented to Our 
Retiring President, Hon. Morgan J. 
O’Brien, Judge of the Supreme Court of 


the State of New York, by the Friendly - 


Sons of St. Patrick at a Complimentary 
Dinner Given Him by the Society at Del- 
monico’s, January 31, 1900.” 

Among others present were ex-Mayors 
Hugh J. Grant and William R. Grace, 
Supreme Court Justices George C. Bar- 
rett, Frederick Smyth, Edward Patterson 
and James Fitzgerald, ex-Congressman 
Franklin Bartlett, Recorder John W. 


Goff, ex-Judge James A. Blanchard, Sur-* 


rogate Frank T. Fitzgerald, ex-Surrogate 
Rastus C. Ransom, Corporation Counsel 
John Whalen, Tax Commissioner Thomas 
L. Feitner, Comptroller Bird S. Coler, e- 
Judge William N. Cohen, William 
Temple Emmet; H. H. Vreeland, presl- 
dent of the Metropolitan Railway Com- 
pany; Aqueduct Commissioner M 

J. Power, ex-Congressman John 
Municipal Justice Joseph P. Fallon, John 
G. O’Keefe, ex-District’ Attorney De- 
Lancy Nicoll, ex-Commissioner James 5. 
Coleman, Anthony N. Brady, 
Commissioner John W. Keller, Col. Will- 
iam L. Brown, Dorey Comp 
Michael T. Daly, Col. ward Duffy, e- 
Lieut.-Gov. William F, Sheehan, ex-Set- 
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ator Jacob A. Cantor, Charles R. Miller, 
William J. K. Kenny, Tax Commissioner 
Bdaward C. Sheehy, Adrian H, Joline, G. 
B. M. Harvey, Thomas E. Crimmins, 
Henry D. Macdona, ex-Tax Commis- 
gioner Michael Coleman, David McClure, 
William J. Fanning, William L. Turner, 
Capt. George M. McClusky, ex-Supt. 
Thomas J. Byrnes, Dr. Charles E. Nam- 
mack, Dr. D. J. Bodkin, Dr. C. J. Mac- 
uire, John F. Carroll, ex-Judge Daniel 
F. McMahon, Bernard Naughton, M. J. 
Mulqueen, Dr. William Geoghan, Civil 
Service Commissioner Silas W. Burte, 
Rev, Bro. Eusebius, M. Warley Platzek, 
William H. Gelshenon, president Garfield 
Bank; Commissioner James P. Keating, 
Commissioner Francis B, Delehanty, of 
the Board of Mediation and Arbitration; 
Commissioner Miles M. O’Brien, Freder- 
ick A. Burham, president of Mutual Re- 
serve Insurance Company; George w. 
Young, president of the U. S. Mortgage 
& Trust Company; Dr. Charles Phelps, 
Frederick Flower and Assistant Corpor- 
ation Counsel Theodore Connolly. 


Trial of Ernest M. Welch. 


At the trial of Ernest M. Welch, 
charged with subornation of perjury, 
on Feb. 14 before Justice Fursman in the 
Criminal Term of the Supreme Court, It 
was shown that Jacob Lacs, a boy, was 
run over by one of Everard’s brewery 
wagons at Fifty-fourth street and Third 
avenue, on Oct, 22, 1896, and recovered a 
verdict for $10,000. John J, Rink and Ed- 
ward Collins, witnesses in the suit, were 
arrested for perjury. It is said that it 
was on Rink’s testimony that the verdict 
for $10,000 was returned. 

Rink went on the stand. He said 
he became acquainted with Welch 
through an advertisement for a gripman. 
He was told by Welch that he wanted a 
gripman to testify to how soon a car 
could be stopped in suits against the 
Metropolitan Railway Company. Finally 
Welch told him he could make big money 
by testifying to certain things in other 
eases. He was told what to swear to in 
the Everard case. He went on the stand 
and testified to what he had been in- 
structed to say. 

He admitted that he had several times 
before been a witness in cases when he 
had never been near the scene of the ac- 
cident, and which in court he had had 
testified to having witnessed. 

Assistant District Attorney Gray, in his 
direct examination, asked him if he had 
testified in a number of suits for the de- 
fense. 

“IT testified as an expert motorman in 
accident cases I had never seen,” said 
Rink. 

“You were coached, then?” asked As- 
sistant Attorney Gray. 

“Yes. Weused to have dress rehearsals 
in Welch's private office for several 
weeks previous to the trial. First we were 
taken to the scene of the accident and 
instructed how to testify on that part of 
the case.” 

“There were other witnesses, then?’’ 

“Yes, several,” 

The witness then described the manner 
in which he and the other witnesses hired 
by Welch were put through the “dress 
rehearsal.” He admitted having been ar- 
rested on a charge of perjury on a war- 
rant secured by David N. Newberger, a 
lawyer. He had not understood the enor- 
mity of the crime he was committing, 
and as soon as he appreciated it he ith- 
mediately turned State’s evidence. 

Edward Collins, a State witness, testi- 
fied that he saw the accident through 
which suit was brought against the Ever- 
ard Brewing Company. He said he ap- 
peared in the police court when the driver 
was arrested. It was chiefly on his testi- 
™Mony that the driver was discharged. 
Welch offered him $800 if he would testify 
in favor of the child. He explained that 
- had made a statement to the counsel 

‘or the brewery, and therefore could not 
satity otherwise. Welch pulled $60 out of 

is pocket and offered it to him, telling 


statement and tear off the signature, Col- 
lHins said he would not do that, but he did 
muster up enough courage to testify at 
the trial. He admitted he had perjured 
himself for the prosecution, and he said 
he had spent nine months in prison. 
Welch had schooled all of them. 


CREDIT MEN AND CREDIT ASSO- 
CIATIONS. 


J. J. Henry, of Brookline, Mass., has 
been re-elected to the secretaryship of 
the National Association of Credit Men. 








The following standing committees of 
the Cincinnati Credit Men’s Association 
have been announced by President R. 
McF. Smith: Legislation—Max Silber- 
berg, chairman; George A. Middleton and 
W. E. North, Commercial Agencies— 
Ernst Troy, chairman; W. B. Johnson 
and Isaac A. Wyler. Fraudulent Fail- 
ures—James H. Gates, chairman; M. E. 
Moch and W. H. Sampson. Business 
Literature—J. E. Blaine, chairman; Fred 
Powers and James A. Laughlin. 


Mr. Lehmayer, of the Maryland Legis- 
lature, has introduced a bill enlarging 
the powers of the Credit Men’s Associa- 
tion, of Baltimore. The object, as ex- 
plained, is to promote and combine the 
intelligence and influence of its members 
for protection against imposition, injus- 
tice and fraud; to investigate fraudulent 
failures in business, in which the mem- 
bers are interested, and to secure the le- 
gal punishment of all persons connected 
therewith; to agitate and effect changes 
in the collection and insolvency laws 
of the various States, to the end that 
uniformity of statutes may be secured 
and protection for creditors obtained; to 
agitate and secure the enactment of 
bankruptcy laws by the Congress of the 
United States; to bring about improve- 
ments, greater similarity in business cus- 
toms and usages; to establish closer ties 
of business associations and to insure 
united action among its members. 


Horace McGuire appeared before the 
Rochester Credit Men’s Association on 
February 7, and gave a general talk on 
the subject of the Bankruptcy law. In 
opening, he said: 

“T realize the great benefit that this 
association is to the business community. 
It is your common purpose to bring about 
a uniformity of business methods. Credit 
men are composed of two classes and 
you can draw a line between the sheep 
and the goats. I have been told that 
every credit man is either a fresh, good 
natured, optimistic man, or he is a lean, 
cadaverous, pessimistic sort of a person. 
I see before me only the good natured, 
optimistic sort; the other fellow has not 
yet digested his supper and has been 
unable to get here. But there is some- 
thing in that remark.” 

Mr. McGuire said that in this world 
business men should bear with each 
other, and that the poor, struggling, 
honest man should have the good will of 
the prosperous man. “I want to urge 
upon you that if you ever have to pass 
upon’ a man, do so in the kindest, pleas- 
antest sort of way that you can. Give 
him a little ray of comfort. Now what 
shall I say to you men, who stand at the 
head of these great business houses? It 
is one of the objects of your association 
to bring about a uniformity of business 
methods. I bid you Godspeed. You 
have a large job before you. In my pro- 
fession there are some men who have 
been trying for years to bring about a 
uniformity in our affairs. Now, men of 
San Francisco are in no way different 
from us. There is a dividing line, but in 
geography only. I think that when there 
is a general uniformity of that statutory 
law the millennium will soon come.” 

Mr. McGuire spoke of the Bankruptcy 
law, saying that this was one of the uni- 
formities. But he would that there were 





him to go to the lawyer’s and get the 


not space to give an account of the large 
number of instances in which the State 
laws conflict, because they are numbered 
by the score. There are penal statutes 
against hundreds of minor offenses, pun- 
ishable in some States by but a small 
fine, while in other States there are 
heavy fines and quite long terms of im- 
prisonment. 

Mr. McGuire said that while the Bank- 
ruptcy law had its faults, he believed 
that on the whole, it was beneficial. 

In defending the law the speaker said 
that it worked for the good of the poor, 
struggling, honest business man; one 
who had more than he could ever tide 
over, but was struggling along, hoping to 
do a little business, staving off the worst 
until after the death of his wife, per- 
haps. “It gives to this person a new 
chance in life. He can settle up accounts 
and start again in business, a recruit in 
business, with clean hands and hoping 
that he may hereafter do better.” He 
cited cases in which the dishonest man 
had come to grief by attempting rascal- 
ity for which he would never have been 
punished but for the Bankruptcy law. 
Mr. McGuire was tendered a vote of 
thanks by the association. 


BOOK REVIEWS. 


We beg to acknowledge the receipt of 
No. 3 of Legal Bibliography, New Series, 
published by the Boston Book Company. 
We note that it contains a list of the 
latest volumes of Reports, Digests and 
Statutes, and the Text Books of 1899 pub- 
lished not only in the United States, but 
also in Great Britain and the British 
Colonies. The publishers report that 
hereafter the work will be issued quar- 
terly, and will give full information as 
to the current law literature in the Eng- 
lish language, with occasional items 
about old law books. The number in 
question deals chiefly with law books is- 
sued during the year 1899. 








An index to the publications of the various 
Bar Associations of America, compiled by Orville 
A. Park, of the Macon Bar, Secretary of the 
Georgia Bar Association, published by authority 
of the Executive ttee. Price $2.00 (cloth) 
and $1.50 (paper). 

In his introductory note to the above, 
the author has taken occasion to make 
the following remarks: 


“The great value of the legal literature 
being produced by the various Bar As- 
sociations of America has often been al- 
luded to by competent critics. Yet, it is 
undoubtedly true, that few, if any, even 
of the most enthusiastic Bar Associa- 
tion advocates are prepared to appreci- 
ate the extent, variety, literary and legal 
merit of this splendid literature—this re- 
sult of the associated effort of the legal 
fraternity. It has been, unfortunately 
for the profession, hidden away in the 
depths of inaccessibility. During the 
past year, as Secretary of the Georgia 
Bar Association, I secured for its library, 
at no inconsiderable expense and trouble, 
as complete a collection of Bar Associa- 
tion publications, State and National, as 
it was possible to obtain, together with 
a large number from various local As- 
sociations. This excellent collection has 
been placed in the State Library. In or- 
der to open this mine of hidden wealth 
to its membership and make its treasures 
practically available, I was directed by 
the Executive Committee to prepare an 
index covering, so far as possible, all 
American Bar Association publications. 
The result of my labors is before you.” 

An index similar to the present is un- 
doubtedly of considerable value to mem- 
bers cf the fraternity, for, as remarked 
by the compiler, a field of legal literature 
almost closed hitherto is now opened. 
The book evidences faithful and earnest 
workmanship on the part of the author. 


en eens Crear tow of Oe, et at ee 
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met, Voorhie & Co., New York city. Price 
$2.75. 
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Investigation shows that this book is 
certainly a most valuable one. It is care- 
fully prepared, excellently annotated and 
well worthy of being called to the serious 
attention of members of the New York 
Bar. The discussion contained in the 
introduction is an excellent disquisition 
upon personal property generally, and 
the commentary upon the various sec- 
tions of the statute is apt and well con- 
sidered. 


We particularly desire to call attention 
to the article on page 52 treating of 
Accumulations; as well as that on page 
20, containing a discussion of the rule 
against perpetuities. The author should 
likewise be commended for his method of 
giving a history of each act by setting 
forth the former statutes in extenso. The 
following may be quoted from the article 
on perpetuities: 

“Having now briefly pointed out the 
nature of the future, or contingent, in- 
terests which may be created in personal 
property, we may next consider when 
they offend the rule against perpetuities 
now in force. The rule against perpetu- 
ities in New York is now a rule wholly 
directed against the suspension of the 
absolute ownership, or power of alien- 
ation; whereas in England this rule has 
come to be one directed against remote- 
ness of vesting. In New York no future 
interest is void if it may be presently 
alienated by persons in being, without 
the necessity of applying to a court of 
justice. In England of the present day 
the mere power to alienate or discharge 
a future remote estate does not prevent 
a limitation of such future estate from 
being void, if it vest too remotely or be- 
yond the iawful period. Thus, the 
amended rule in New York now receives 
a very different interpretation and ap- 
plication from the old rule in England. 

“Limitations of future or contingent 
interests in personal property are ex- 
pressly made subject to the rules regu- 
lating the creation of future estates in 
lands, except in respect of suspension 
of the power of alienation. What, then, 
is the difference between the two classes 
of property in that respect? The period 
during which the power of alienation of 
personal property may be suspended is 
just two lives in being and no more. At 
the expiration of the longest life of the 
two cestuis que vie personal property 
must vest absolutely, and can be no 
longer in suspense. Whereas the power 
of alienating real estate may be sus- 
pended for two lives in being and the 
period of actual infancy, which is, how- 
ever, not a term in gross of twenty-one 
years. A reason for this distinction may 
perhaps be found in the different natures 
of real and personal property. The ‘abso- 
lute ownership’ of personal property is 
consistent only with the union of actual 
possession and an unrestrained power of 
disposition. 

“What character of direct limitations 
suspends the power of alienation, in re- 
spect of personal property, is governed 
by the same principles which determine 
the question in respect of direct limita- 
tions of real estate 

“The correspondence which, it is ad- 
mitted, must exist in every well regu- 
lated State between the laws governing 
limitations of real estates and those 
governing limitations of personal prop- 
erty makes it plain that the test of 
a perpetuity in respect of personal prop- 
erty should be the same as the test in 
respect of real estates. Now, a perpetu- 
ity in this State, by the Real Property 
law, exists when there are no persons in 
being by whom an absolute, unqualified 
interest in possession can be conveyed. 
Such was the intention of the original 
revisers of the Statutes of New York, 
who only adopted a still older common 
law notion of a perpetuity. The late de- 
parture in some other common law States 
from the earlier conceptions of a per- 
petuity, whereby limitations of interests 
which vest too remotely, are now re- 
garded as obnoxious to the rule, even 
though such remote interests may be 





immediately alienated or discharged, has 
no place in the jurisprudence of New 
York since the adoption of the Revised 
Statutes. Nor is it much favored in the 
United States, 

“Not all contingent remainders in per- 
sonal property, then, now tend to sus- 
pend the power of alienation, but only 
those, as the statute declares, which are 
contingent, because they are to persons 
not in esse Where the remainder is con- 
tingent only by reason of some collateral, 
or impersanal, event, and the persons 
concerned therewith are all in esse, they 
may now bar, release or defeat the vest- 
ing of the contingent remainder, and, 
therefore, such contingent remainder 
does not now tend to a perpetuity in this 
State, by express provision of the stat- 
ute. As the restrictions upon the crea- 
tion of future interests in personal prop- 
erty depend upon the rules connected 
with future estates, the reader is re- 
ferred to the author’s edition of the Real 
Property Law for a fuller statement on 
the subject of “Perpetuities” as connect- 
ed with legal interests, trusts and 
powers, 

“Contingent or vested. As the applica- 
tion of the rule against perpetuities may 
depend on whether a remainder is vested 
or contingent certain doctrines laid down 
by the courts may be briefly considered. 
The Real Porperty Law defines vested 
and contingent estates. A remainder to 
@ person not in esse is of course con- 
tingent. So a remainder to a class, who 
may be alive at the expiration of a par- 
ticular estate limited at the same time, 
is contingent still as a remainder to sur- 
vivors. In ascertaining at what period 
survivorship is to be determined, courts 
apply certain presumptions in respect of 
bequests of personal property, such as: 
(1). That in regard to bequests of personal- 
ty, words of survivorship are referable to 
the period of division and enjoyment, 
unless there is a special intent to the 
contrary. Where final division and dis- 
tribution is to be made among a class, 
the benefit of the will must be confined 
to those persons who come within the ap- 
propriate category at the date when the 
distribution or division is directed to be 
made. Where there is no gift excepting 
by a mere direction to executors or trus- 
tees to pay or divide at a future time, the 
vesting in the beneficiary will not take 
place until that time arrives; but this rule 
also is subordinated to testator’s inten- 
tion, for in some cases distribution is 
postponed for the benefit of the nror- 
erty, even when the shares are vested. 
Where futurity is annexed to the sub- 
stance of a gift made by a will, the vest- 
ing is ordinarily suspended; but if the 
gift is absolute, and the time for pay- 
ment only is postponed, then the gift is 
vested. A gift may, however, be neither 
vested nor contingent, but substitutional. 
It is, however, always to be remembered 
that the law favors vesting at the ear- 
liest possible moment.” 





can Bankruptcy Reports Annotated. Vol. 

2. Edited by Wm. Miller Collier, author of 

“Collier on Bankruptcy.’”’ Published by Mat- 

thew Bender, Albany, N. Y. Price, $5 a vol- 

ume, which includes the monthly advance 
sheets. 

We have had occasion previously to re- 
view Vol. 1 of this series and to indicate 
its general scope and method, In the pres- 
ent volume we have read with consider- 
able interest the note to Johnson v. Wald, 
et al. on page 84, treating of the intent 
to give a preference. It struck us as be- 
ing particularly good and a portion of it 
headed, “Intent to be distinguished from 
motice,” we herewith set forth: 


“Whatever may have been the motives 
of the debtor in making a transfer, they 
are immaterial. Motive is not to be con- 
founded with intent. What one purposes 
to do, rather than what prompts him to 
do it, is what the law considers. How- 
ever honest or proper may be the mo- 
tives, yet if the intent to prefer exists, 
and is coupled with the other essential 
elements, an act of bankruptcy is the re- 
sult. Hardy v. Binninger, 7 Blatch, 262; 
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8, c. 4 B, B. 262; in re Silverman, B 
523; s. c. 2 Abb. C. C. 243; s. c. 1 Saw, 
n v Crawford, 2 B. R. 602; 
v. Bank, 10 Blatch, 493; s. c. 7 
Webb v. Sachs, 15 B. R. 168; s. c. 9 
N. 156; s. c. 18 Pac. L. R. 28. A 
ingly a transfer is none the less a pref. 
erence use given in answer toa 
quest, or in fulfillment of a prior prom. 
ise made at the time of contracting 
debt. Arnold v. Maynard, 2 Story, y% 
An agreement to give security is a men 
executory contract, and not a convey. 
ance, Such an agreement imposes no 
higher legal obligation than the pr 
of payment involved in contracting g 
debt. Forbes v. Howe, 102 Mass,, 42. 
Sawyer v. Turpin, 91 U. 8. 114; s. ¢ 4 
B. R. 271; Nat. Bank v, Hunt, 11 Wal, 
391; s. c, 4 B. R. 616. cases must 
be considered as overruling to the cop. 
trary. Burdick v. Jackson, 14 N. Y, 
R. 488; 8. c. 15 B, R. 318. In re Wood § 
B. R. 421, and others. But a distinction 
has been taken between an agreement to 
give security generally and an agree. 
ment for the delivery of certain specific 
property, a conveyance in fulfillment of 
an agreement of the latter character hay. 
ing been held not a preference if only 
a reasonable time has elapsed. Gattman 
v. Honea, 10 Pac. L. R. 48. a.12 BR 
493; s. c. 7 C. L. N. 396. Compare in rm 
Jackson Iron Co., 16 B. R. 438; s.¢c.2¢ 
L. N. 154. And when the period which 
has elapsed between the promise to give 
the security (if made at the time of the 
loan) and the giving of it, is so short 
that the two acts can be regarded as one 
transaction, then in determining the in. 
tent with which it was made, the whole 
thing is to be considered as if it were 
transacted at one time, and as if the se. 
curity were for a present, not for an an- 
tecedent consideration. The intent is to 
be inferred from the circumstances at- 
tending the whole transaction, not from 
the mere giving of the security itself. 
Sparhawk v. Richards, 12 B. R. 74; Gatt- 
man v. Honea 10 Pac. L. R. 4; gs. c. it 
B. R. 493; s. c. 7 C. L. N. 395; in re Me- 
Kay, 7 B. R. 230; s. c. 1 Lowell, 561; in 
re Perrin, 7 B. 283; in re Connor, 
Lowell, 532. At fer is no less a pref- 
erence, if made with intent to prefer, 
simply because the transferer yielded to 
coercion. Arnold v. Maynard, 2 Story, 
349. It is wholly immaterial whether the 
preference is voluntary or made by reason 
of threats. The intent to prefer may con- 
cur with pressure on the part of a cred- 
itor. Clarion Bank v. Jones, 21 Wall. 325; 
8s, c. 11 B. R,. 381; Sawyer v. Turpin, #1 
U. S. 114; s. c. 138 B. R. 271; Giddings v. 
Dodd, 1 Dill. 115; s. c. 4 B. R. 657. 
although the transferer made the trans- 
fer because advised that he would be 
liable to a criminal prosecution if he di¢ 
not do so, the transfer is an act of bank- 
ruptcy. Strain v. Gourdin, 2 Woods, 380; 
s. c. 11 B. R. 156. A transfer to a credi- 
tor in payment of a fiduciary claim 
which cannot be proved in bankruptcy, 
may yet be a preference. In re Dibblee? 
B. R. 617; s. c. 3 Ben. 283, 

Attention may be called to the notes to 
in re C. W. Jefferson, page 206 (Provabil- 
ity of claims for rent); to in re Kerby- 
Denis Company, page 219 (Mechanics 
Liens); in re Marshall Paper Co., page 
654 (Attachment Bonds); and in re Eliza- 
beth A. Mills, page 668 (Marshalling As- 
sets) 

This series of reports is one which we 
can heartily recommend to the attention 
of the profession as being of great value 
to the practicing attorney. 
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A Treatise by Outline, Cases and Amotations 00 
the Common Remedial Processes or the Means 
by Which Judgments are Enforced; ani 
Principally of Attachment, Garnishment, Ex- 

ecutions and Replevin; Incidentally of th: 

Judgments Enforced, the Nature, Essentials, 

Record and Satisfaction of Them. 

specialty for scutents,, by John R. Rood. Pub 

Hehed —- ahr, Ann Arbor, 

Price $3.50 bound in law sheep; $3.00 bound io 

straw co! art canvas. 


After passing by the above formidable 
title and recovering from the 
thereby occasioned, we proceeded to the 
perusal of the work in question. “‘It is the 
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result,” so the author declares, “of an 
attempt to prepare for law students in 
general, and those in the University of 
Michigan in particular, a course of study 
on the general principles of the law of 
judgments with special reference to the 
means of enforcing them, the principal of 
which are attachment, garnishment and 
executions.” 

Whatever may be said of the character 
of the work, the subject matter has cer- 
tainly the charm of comparative novelty, 
which in the present age of law book 
production (we shall not be unkind 
enough to say overproduction) is a point 
in its favor. The book is, of course, as 
the author declares, largely intended for 

in law schools, where we have no 
doubt that it is extremely valuable. In- 
deed, the utility of collections of cases 
for use of students may be conceded to 
be unquestioned. There are 122 cases re- 
ported, of which nine are from Michigan, 
twelve, Wisconsin; six, lowa; eight, New 
York; six, Pennsylvania; five, Tennes- 
see; and the remainder miscellaneous. In 
addition there are numerous citations 
bearing upon the cases set forth in full. 

Whether the work would be of much 
yalue to practitioners, is, we think, a 
matter of some doubt. The subject mat- 
ter is so peculiarly within the province 
of the Legisiature that it is question- 
able whether a decision of the courts of 
one State would have much value be- 
yond their own jurisdiction.. Personally 
we do not think very much of collections 
of cases as an aid to the practicing 
lawyer. We generally find it preferable to 
run down the Digest in looking up a 
point of law when it arises. We have 
not the slightest intention to “damn with 
faint praise”’ the author’s production, for 
within its particular scope it is likely to 
prove of considerable service. 


LAW SCHOOLS. 


University of Pennsylvania—Depart- 
ment of Law. 
The annual banquet of the Kent Law 
Club of the University of Pennsylvania 
was given at the Lafayette Hotel ‘re- 
cently. Philip L. Drum was toastmas- 
ter, and responses were made by Pro- 
fessor John W. Patton, Professor 
Hampton L. Carson, Dr. William Draper 
Lewis, James Stewart, William A. 
Schultze, Owen J. Roberts, Professor 
Reynolds, Dr. Brown, Thomas A. Mc- 
i William E. Mikell and Robert Mor- 








Albany Law School. 

Among those who passed the recent ex- 
amination for admission to practice as at- 
torneys and counselors at law were: J. 
Francis Hanlon, of Albany; Fred M. La 

, Keeseville; Theodore H. Dimon, 
Hammondsport; Walter H. Cogan, Sara- 
toga Spa; all members of the class of 1900. 

Yale Law School, 

Hon, W. Bourke Cochran has been 
chosen as the commencement orator. The 
faculty of the Yale Law School an- 
nounces a radical change which is to be 
made in June in the method of holding 
examinations. The old method of hav- 
ing tutors watch the students while they 
are writing their examinations will be 
done away with and the students will be 
put on their honor not to use “cribs” 
“rany of the common methods of beat- 

the faculty in order to get through 
the examinations. 

This system belongs to the South. It 
Was orginated years ago at the Uni- 
versity of Virginia and has always been 
the system of examinations in that in- 
stitution. The students are allowed to 
80 into the examination hall without any 
Members of the faculty to watch them. 
They are put on their honor neither to 
receive nor give any assistance. They are 
also pledged to ostracise any student who 
Violates these unwritten laws. The sys- 
tem has worked well in the South and the 
Yale Law School proposes to give it a 
trial. None of the other departments 
of Yale intends to adopt it, 
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National University—Department of 
Law. 

The junior class in law of the National 
University met in the lecture hall recent- 
ly and adopted a constitution for a class 
organization. The class then proceeded 
to the election of officers with the follow- 
ing result: President, H. F. Riley; vice- 
president, A. N. Breckinridge; secretary, 
Clifford V. Church; treasurer, J. D. P. 
Hasbrouck; directors, P. M. North and 
J. A. F. Esslinger. 


University of Chicago—Depariment of 


Law. 
A law school will be established as part 
of the University of Chicago in case 
about $300,000 necessary to secure the 


balance of John D Rockefeller’s $2,000,000 
offer is raised before April 1. The uni- 
versity trustees have strong hopes that 
this can be done and are already plan- 
ning to give the new law building a cen- 
tral position on the campus, directly 
north of Haskell Hall and east of Cobb 
Hall. 

Of the $200,000 given by Mrs. Annie 
Hitchcock, $75,000 will be used to endow 
a professorship in the law school, pro- 
vided it is established. Otherwise the 
endowment will go to one of the under- 
graduate departments of the university. 
The remaining $125,000 will be expended 
on the new dormitory for men to be 
erected at Fifty-seventh street and Ellis 
avenue. 
Hamline University—Department of 

Law. 

Ambrose Tighe, the retiring president 
of the Ramsey County Bar Association, 
recently announced at the annual meet- 
ing of the association at che Commercial 
club, that one of the important projects 
that the organization has on hand is the 
establishment of a law department at 
Hamline University. The officers of the 
Bar Association, he reported, had _ se- 
cured the co-operation of the college 
authorities and several members of the 
Ramsey County Bar had expressed a 
willingness to act as instructors. All that 
remained was to secure some one quali- 
fied and willing to assume the responsi- 
bilities of dean. 


Buffalo Law School. 

Students of the Buffalo Law School en- 
joyed a rare treat some time ago in the 
appearance before them of Justice Al- 
fred Spring of the Appellate Division of 
the Supreme Court as presiding judge 
on a mock trial. Justice Spring first sat 
as trial judge, making a remarkable 
charge to the jury, and then he an- 
nounced he would sit later as the Ap- 
pellate Court with several law students 
as associate judges. The students gained 
much practical knowledge of court prac- 
tice through the trial, and there were 
many amusing scenes. 

The case at issue was designated as 
that of Mrs. Henry Jackson against the 
New York Central Railroad Company 
to recover $10,000 damages for the death 
of her husband, a supposed Clarence 
farmer, who had been struck and killed 
by a Central train. Messrs. Herbert 
Hart, Perry Wurst and Mrs. Meredith 
Potter acted as counsel for the plaintiff, 
and George Barrell, Theodore Gowans 
and Mrs. T. Thayer Waring represent- 
ed the defendant company. A jury of 
students was sworn, and with the stu- 
dent witnesses on both sides the case was 
ably and stubbornly fought. The jury 
deliberated for fifteen seconds and _ re- 
turned a verdict for the full amount of 
damages. An appeal was taken and al- 
lowed and will be fought out before the 
Appellate Court at a future session of the 
school. 

New York University—Department of 
Law. 


The sixteenth annual dinner of the 
New York University Law School Alumni 
Association was held at the Hotel Savoy 
on the night of Feb. 8. One hundred and 
twenty-five alumni, including ten women, 
were present. Ernest Hall, president of 
the association, presided. At the presi- 
dent’s table were. Justice James A. 
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O’Gorman, of the Appellate Division of 
the Supreme Court, Chancellor Henry M: 
MacCracken, of New York University, 
Judge Addison Brown, Dr, John P. 
Munn, Professor Clarence D. Ashley, 
Senator Nathaniel A. Elsberg, Professor 
G. Erwin, Professor Isaac F. Russell, Ed- 
ward G. Whitaker, District Attorney Asa 
eg Gardiner and Justice Willard Bart- 
ett. 

Others present were Herman Fromme, 
Ferdinand Levy, Wauhope Lynn, Will- 
iam Grossman, A. Van B. Voorhees, A. 
Comstock, the Misses Pettus, O'Neill and 
Loew, C. L. Van Vieck, M. W. Platzek, 
Otto Rosalsky and David Neuberger. 

Chancellor MacCracken, speaking of 
the apparent lack of interest in politics 
among the members of the legal profes- 
sion in that city and State, said: 

You are at the present time in a back- 
slidden condition politically. I douwbt if 
you are conscious of it. To be revived 
you need to be convinced that you are 
dead, or at least half dead, in this regard 
Vermont sends four members of the legal 
profession to Congress out of a total of 
four Representatives. Out of twenty- 
three Representatives Ohio sends seven- 
teen lawyers, and if there were in that 
State now such men as Chase, Sherman 
or Thurman, there would be eighteen, in- 
stead of a man like Hanna. New York, 
the Empire State, with a representation 
of thirty-six, contributes hardly half that 
number of members of the legal profes- 
sion. The other half is compused of real 
estate agents, insurance agents and men 
in other commercial pursuits. One is in 
the express business, another is a beer 
manufacturer, while the remainder is 
made up of a school teacher and an edi- 
tor or so and professional politicians. 
Why has not the legal profession more 
representatives? It is from no lack of 
numbers. There are more lawyers in the 
Borough of Manhattan than the number 
of killed in the Boer war. It is from no 
lack of ability or capacity. Why is it? 

“They can’t afford it,” screamed Dis- 
trict Attorney Gardiner. 





“Right,” exclaimed Chancellor Mac- 
Cracken. Then the Chancellor went on 
to say: 


Too many of them have gone to Wash- 
ington for a term or two, and have come 
back to find their practices gone. But in 
recent years, what Congressman from 
New York has distinguished himself by 
introducing or advocating any famous 
measure? There have been no Dingleys, 
no McKinleys even, nor yet a Tayler to 
deliver giant blows to Mormonism, hail- 
ing from the Empire State of New York. 
The interests 6f our country in the great 
rivalry between corporations and the 
Government in coming time will need 
more than ever the services of cham- 
pions, and where but from the masses 
will spring the advocate of the people’s 
rights? The remedy for this great ques- 
tion is not social ostracism. I believe it 
to be in the “sword of the magistrates 
of the Government as a terror to evil cor- 
porations and a praise to those who do 
well,” 

Professor Isaac Franklin Russell, of 
the New York University Law School 
faculty, speaking of law school training, 
said in part: 


Law school instruction as it is now 
conducted in the United States is wholly 
professional. Some schools make no pre- 
tense of doing more than conducting a 
“cram” for the bar examinations. Com- 
paratively little is attempted in criminal 
law, Federal procedure, patents and ad- 
miralty, or even in jurisprudence or con- 
stitutional law, partly because the bar 
examiners leave these subjects alone. The 
law, however, of railroads, of partner- 
ships and corporations, of banking and 
insurance, real estate and conveyancing 
receive much more attention, because of 
the mercantile spirit of the age. Foren- 
sic eloquence is fast vanishing. Lawyers 
who test their progress by their incomes 
devote themselves assiduously to financ- 
ing great corporations, reorganizing com- 
mercial companies and promoting ~" 
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enterprises. Actual litigation engages 
but a few members, and politics to be 
followed demands an almost complete 
surrender of professional hopes and am- 
bitions. 

Not one-third of the persons admitted 
to the bar in England, said Professor 
Russell, remained in practice after the 
lapse of five years, and the same per- 
centage of those admitted to the New 
York bar failed to succeed in finding a 
career in the legitimate and exclusive 
Practice of law. 

Brief informal addresses were also 
made by Judge Addison Brown, Ernest 
Hall, Edward G. Whitaker, Senator 
Elsberg and others. 


The Alumnae of the Woman’s Law 
Class of the New York University was 
entertained on February 3 at a tea given 
by Mrs. John P. Munn, president of the 
Woman’s Legal Education Society, at the 
University Building, Washington Square, 
Manhattan. Assisting Mrs. Munn in the 
reception of the guests were Miss Isa- 
bella Mary Pettus, president of the 
Alumnae; Miss Blanche H. Arnold, Mrs. 
Henry M. MacCackren, wife of the chan- 
celior of the university; Miss Helen M. 
Gould, Mrs. Isaac Franklin Russell and 
Miss Jessie Ashley. 

A brief address was delivered by Pro- 
fessor Frank A. Erwin, of the University 
Faculty of Law, who, after a tribute to 
New York University and to the Wom- 
an’s Legal Education Society, as inaugu- 
rators of the movement for the study of 
law irrespective of its practice, urged le- 
gal study as an essential part of the lib- 
eral education of every man and woman. 

Referring to the opportunity for wom- 
an at the bar, Professor Erwin said: “It 
is valueless to discuss the question of her 
mental fitness or the relation of her ca- 
pabilities to those of man; nor will her 
success depend upon the acquisition of a 
complete enfranchisement. She must 
face the deep-rooted but yielding preju- 
dice to woman’s pwhblic appearance, and 
she alone can live down that prejudice. 
demonstrating by fearless, not bold, ac- 
tivities, that the public prosecution of 
work which requires of man the part of 
gentleman requires no more of gentle- 
woman.” 

The reception was held in the council 
room of the university, and tea was 
served in the lecture room of the Law 
School, both of which were beautifully 
decorated for the occasion. Among oth- 
ers present were: Chancellor Mac- 
Cracken Dean and Mrs. Clarence D. Ash- 
ley, Miss Jessie Ashley, Dr, and Mrs. 
Isaac Franklin Russell, Dr. and Mrs. 
John P. Munn, Dr. and Mrs. Leonard 
Weber, Mrs. Washington A. Roebling, 
Mrs, J. Hedges Crowell, Dr. and Mrs. St. 
Clair McKelway, Mrs. Carl von Mayhoff, 
Mrs. James Fairman, Dr. and Mrs. Buch- 
ner, Mrs. David R. Jacques, Mrs. Esther 
Herrman, Miss Lauterbach, Mrs, John F. 
Trow, Mrs. J. E. C. Davis, Miss Sophie 
J. Ettlinger, Dr. and Mrs. Samuel Weir, 
Mrs. George E. Strobridge, Mrs, Leopold 
Stern, Prof. Leslie J. Tompkins, Judge 
and Mrs. Thomas 8. Henry, Mr. and Mrs. 
Willis, Fletcher Johnson, Mrs. Henry 
Siegel, Mrs. H. M. Bookstaver, Judge 
Charles F. MacLean, Mrs. Alma Webster 
Powell, Mrs. T. St. John Gaffney, Mrs. 
Donald MacLean. 


University of Maine—Department of 
Law. 

A case tried before the moot court of 
the University of Maine Law School a 
short time ago was that of the Bangor 
Mortgage & Trust Co. vs. Miller. A. L. 
Blanchard, Esq., acted as judge. The 
counsel for the plaintiffs were Price and 
Thompson and Hutchings and Williams 
were in defense. 

The agreed statement of facts upon 
which the case was heard was as fol- 
lows: 

On Jan. 3, 1898, John Miller of Bangor, 
borrowed $6,000 from the Bangor Mort- 
gage & Trust Company, and secured pay- 
ment of the same, by a mortgage payable 
upon demand upon two lots in Bangor, 
upon one of which there was at the time 








a house occupied by Miller and his fam- 
ily. At the time of the execution of the 
mortgage, there were in the residence 
four mantels. These were of hardwood, 
the frames standing above the brick pro- 
jection of the fireplace and extending 
down each side to the floor. They were 
about seven or eight fee: high, and con 
sisted of a large centre plate mirror and 
a series of small mirrors, brackets and 
shelves. Subsequent to the execution of 
the mortgage, there was also placed in 
the residence a porcelain bath tub stand- 
ing upon four legs, and connected in the 
usual manner with the soil pipes. A hot 
water heater was also connected with 
the building by the usual methods of 
plumbing. 


On July 3, 1898, default was made by - 


Miller in the payment of interest. On 
July 8, 1898, he took from the house the 
mantels, bath tub and heater. On July 
18, 1898, the trust company began fore- 
closure proceedings, by taking possession 
of the premises. The company then 
brings this action of replevin against 
Miller to recover possession of the man- 
tels, bath tub and heater. 


Richmond College—School of Law. 


The Law School of Richmond College 
was recently inducted into its new home 
in the Science building. 

When the class adjourned President 
Boatwright entered the room, accompan- 
ied by the law professors and the Trus- 
tees’ Committee on the Law School, con- 
sisting of Profs. Gregory, Minor, City 
Attorney Pollard, Mr. T. C. Williams, Jr., 
and Mr. C. V. Meredith. 

President Boatwright made a_ very 
pleasant speech of welcome to the un- 
usually large class of embryonic lawyers. 
He spoke of the previous law schools in 
Richmond Colllege, and how they had 
dwindled, and finally gone out of exist- 
ence, and then, in glowing terms, spoke 
of the bright future for the present 
school. He paid a touching tribute to the 
founder of the school, Mr. T. C. Williams, 
as well as to its present senior professor, 
Judge Roger Gregory. He also said that 
the four essentials of a good law school 
were good location, abundant endow- 
ment, able teachers and ambitious stu- 
dents, all of which were in evidence with 
the Richmond College school. 

This speech of welcome to the students 
in their new quarters was replied to by 
Mr. A. D. Jones, who spoke the sincere 
thanks of the students for the recent 
favor granted them. 

Attorney-General Montague was called 
on for a few remarks. Mr. Montague re- 
sponded with words of praise for the 
young men for their noble efforts to be- 
come great men, but reminded them of 
the fact that the bar was a poor place 
for money making. He also said that a 
lawyer did not administer justice, but 
was a minister to justice, and that the 
lawyer was a man especially adapted to 
reap that pecuhar peace of mind that 
comes to an honest man for having done 
his honest duty. 

City Attorney H. R. Pollard was asked 
to make a few remarks, which he did in 
a pleasing manner. He discussed law as 
a science, urged the students to pursue 
it, to revere, and to practice it as a 
science. Since it was a science, it was 
rightly awarded a lecture room in the 
Science Hall. He, too, declared that the 
law was not a money making profession, 
but gave as the lawyer’s fate to work 
hard, live well and die poor. He urged 
the young men to take nothing for grant- 
ed, but to learn to investigate for them- 
selves, and, above all, to follow the dic- 
tates of an unseared conscience. 

Mr. C. V. Meredith, one of the alumni 
of the Richmond College Law School] and 
one of its most distinguished graduates, 
was invited by the President to speak of 
a few of his college reminiscences. Mr. 
Meredith stated that he had never but 
once been more embarrassed, or more at 
loss, than at present. However, he ex- 
ceedingly amused his audience by a de- 
scription of one of his professors. He 
spoke of the law class of 1871, and its 
deficiencies as contrasted with the school 
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of 1900, and its great efficiencies. He, 
gave much wise counsel to the yo 
lawyers, warning them of the many pe, 
culiar temptations of a lawyer. 

After this address the students met ang 
spent a social moment with the honoreg 
guest. 

Not many weeks ago complaint was 
made to President Boatwright by a com. 
mittee from the law school that their 
quarters were too small, and a new le. 
ture room was requested, President Boat. 
wright at once made application to the 
Board of Trustees for a suitable r 
The east room in the Science build 
was granted promptly, also a study for 
the professors. 


University Extension Law School, 


We are in receipt of a catalogue of thig 
institution, which is affiliated with the 
Illinois College of Law in Chicago. From 
it we clip the following: 

The University Extension Law Schog 
is regularly incorporated under the laws 
of the State of Illinois for the purpose 
of maintaining courses of study in lay 
and related sciences for non-resident 
students. 

The school was incorporated by grady. 
ates of the Illinois College of Law of 
Chicago to take over and to enlarge the 
work of the Extension Division of the 
College, and to extend the advantages 
of systematic and regular instruction of 
a high grade to those who may be pre- 
vented by circumstances from attending 
the college. Its aim and purpose is to 
repeat for the non-resident student, as 
far as may be practicable, the work 
which the college does for its resident 
students, 

The incorporators and first board of 
trustees are Harry Otto Rhodes, A, B, 
Amherst, 1895; LL. B, (Illinois College 
of Law, 1898); John A. Brown, LL M. 
(illinois College of Law, 1899), attorney- 
at-law, and Shelley B. Neltnor, LL. M 
Illinois College of Law, 1899), attorney- 
at-law, now secretary of the Illinois 
College of Law. 

The dean of the school is Prof. Adolph 
Brodbeck, Ph. >. University of Tuebin- 
gen, Germany, 1878; LL. B. Illinois Col- 
lege of Law, 1899, and now professor of 
Roman Law and International Law in 
the Illinois College of Law. 

The office of the dean is Suite 606, & 
Clark street. Telephone, Main 881. 

The extension of college and university 
instruction beyond the walls of the class 
room to those who for financial or other 
reasons are unable to study in residence 
has become the established policy of 
the leading institutions for higher edu- 
cation in this country. By extension in- 
struction non-resident students may pre- 
pare themselves for resident work at the 
college, and students who have been for 
some time in residence, but temporarily 
obliged to discontinue, may further pros- 
ecute their studies. 

Extension teaching as developed in re 
cent years is carried on in three ways: 
First, by correspondence courses; second, 
lecture courses for short periods, and 
third, class study undertaken by small 
clubs specially organized for the course. 

Of these, teaching by correspondence 
has been most extensively used, and has 
shown most satisfactory results in all lit- 
erary and philosophical subjects. The 
kind and quality of the work done, the 
text books used and the time devoted to 
study and recitation work may be in 
respects the same as required of resident 
students. The only element wanting 1 
the personal contact with the instructor 
and the meeting and striking of mind 
against mind in the work of the class 
room. The value of this element is not to 
be underestimated; for many minds it is 
indispensable for their highest develop- 
ment, However, frequent contact by cor 
respondence—weekly papers—is the next 
best substitute for the voice and person- 
ality of the living teacher. 

The science of the law, whose princi- 
ples are recorded and preserved in 
books, records and documents, may 
very successfully and satisfactorily 
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taught by teaching 
methods. 

In formal instruction by correspondence 
the student provides himself with the 
syllabus for the course selected and an 
instruction sheet giving directions and 
suggestions for proper study of the sub- 
ject, topics for original exercises and 
questions for self-examination, 

Each week the student mails to the 
school a recitation paper covering the as- 
signed exercises and answers to such 
questions as May be set for review, and 
stating fully any questions and difficul- 
ties which have occurred in his studies. 
This recitation paper is then corrected 
and returned to the student, with such 
suggestions aS May seem best to offer. 
In this way each lesson receives care- 
ful study, and the results are submitted 
for criticism and correction. In the post- 

duate and advanced courses the prep- 
aration of theses and original papers in- 
volving a comprehensive knowledge of 
the subject, and wide collateral reading 
and research are required. 

The University Extension Law School 
is designed to help especially the follow- 
ing classes of students: 

(1) Those just beginning the study of 
law, and who need proper direction as to 
methods and subjects of study. 

(2) Students reading in law offices are 
provided with a systematic course and a 
stated programme of exercises, reviews 
apd examinations. 

(3) Students who contemplate entering 
a law college for resident work. Exten- 
sion instruction will enable those who 
can spend only a short period in resi- 
dence to obtain from the residence work 
larger and better results. 

(4) Those who have already begun their 
law studies in an office, and wish to re- 
view certain subjects, or to bring up cer- 
tain subjects, in which they may be de- 
ficient, preparatory to entering upon a 
reguiar course of study in college. 

(5) Those who wish to review ‘their law 
studies preparatory to examination for 
admission to the bar. 

(6) Members of the bar who wish to re- 
view subjects of especial practical inter- 
est, or who desire assistance and direc- 
tion in the advanced study of a special 
subject. 

(7) Those who desire some acquaintance 
with the leading principles of the law as 
part of a liberal education, and thus the 
better to qualify themselves for leader- 
ship in public life; for business and lit- 
erary pursuits. 

Instruction is offered by this school in 
all the subjects required for admission 
to the bar in any State. These subjects 
are distributed into courses of thirty-six 
lessons each—each lesson requiring from 
three to six hours’ study in preparation 
for recitation. A recitation paper cov- 
ering the work of every three lessons—a 
good week’s work for the student who 
can devote only his evenings or spare 
hours to the study—is required from the 
student at the close of each week, or 
twelve recitation papers to cover the en- 
tire course. 

Each course of thirty-six lessons thus 
requires of the diligent and regular stu- 
dent about three months for its comple- 
tion. Every course begun must be com- 
pleted within six months or the student 
forfeits his right to further instruction 
for the fee paid. Except in special cases 
no student will be permitted to take up 
and carry more than two courses at the 
same time. 
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IN TROUBLE. 


For some time past there has been con- 
siderable friction between Judge Edgar 
8. Taft, of the Gloucester (Mass.) Police 
Court, and members of the local Bar, one 
result of which has been the presentation 
of a petition to the Legislature asking 
that the present Police Court be abol- 
Ished and that in its place a District 

Tt be established, to include Glou- 
cester, Essex, Manchester and Rockport. 





Illinois College of Law, 


CHICAGO, ILL. 


Open all the year. Both Day and Evening 
Schools. Students enter at any time. 


Regiar Session of three quarters, opening on 

FIRST MONDAY in Szpremper, Decempenr and Marcu. 
Saprer uarter of three terms, opening on FIRST 

MONDAY in Jung, JULY and Avevust 
Undergraduate or Collegiate 


erere 44 course of three 
years 8 . 
any State. 


degree, and prepares for the bar in 


Post-Graduate or University courses lead to de- 
grees of LL. M. (one year), D. C. L. (two years) and LL. D. 
(three years.) Only.law college in the city giving Grad- 
uate instruction. 

Experienced Faculty of thirty instructors. Smail 
class divisions. Practice Courts meet regularly each week. 
Library and Study rooms open all day. Arrangements 
made for supp! tary ic education. 


SCHOOL OF ORATORY. 


Students aided in self-support. 
Send for Catalogue, to the President 


HOWARD N. OGDEN, Ph. D., LL. D., 
112 Clark Street, Chicage, I. 





Free scholarship. 


As a culmination of the local feeling, 
a petition was presented to Judge Taft 
on the morning of Feb. 2, which is re- 
ported to have been signed by all but two 
members of the local Bar, asking for his 
resignation, 


By order of the Secretary of the In- 
terior the following attorneys have been 
disbarred from practice before any 
bureau of the Interior Department: J. B. 
Bowlin of Williamsburg, Ky.; Thad- 
deus H. Allen of Natchez, Miss.; Newton 
Handy of Canton, Miss., and Frank A. 
Harrison of Washington, D, C. 


Washington Smith, the Minneapolis at- 
torney, who was arrested at Geneva, N. 
Y., has been entirely cleared of the 
charges of embezzlement which were 
made against him at the time of the 
trouble. The grand jury of Ontario 
County, New York, met on Feb. 5, and 
it was unanimously voted not to return 
an indictment against Mr. Smith. The 
district attorney of Ontario County and 
the grand jury were both satisfied that 
there was no ground whatever for the 
charges. Without any solicitation on Mr. 
Smith’s part, letters were sent to the 
district attorney of Ontario County in 
behalf of the Minneapolis attorney. 
These were written by Judge Elliott, of 
the District Court; Judge Harvey, of the 
Probate Court; Judge Kerr, of the 
Municipal Court; F. D. Larabee, presi- 
dent of the Hennepin County Bar Associ- 
ation, and others. 
Howell Titus, the Washington (D. 
Cc.) attorney, after having been on trial 
for two days in Criminal Court No. 2, 
before Justice Cole, under an indictment 
charging him with false pretenses, was 
convicted of the offense on Feb. 1. The 
jury deliberated upon his case for five 
hours and then reported a verdict of 
guilty. Titus is a young lawyer who 
came to Washington from Florida not 
long ago and began the practice of law. 
He has been a protege of former Sena- 
tor Call, of that State. The complaining 
witness in the case against Titus was 
Marvin G. Sperry, who claimed to have 
been the publisher of a weekly paper 
known as the New Era in Philadelphia, 
Having been arrested on a charge of 
passing worthless checks, he retained 
Titus as his counsel, and sought to settle 
some of the charges against him. For 
this purpose, he testified, ne gave Titus 
$15 to be paid to a certain party whom 
Titus had represented he could induce 
to withdraw the charges for that 
amount. This sum, Sperry charged, Titus 
had appropriated to his own use. Titus 
denied the allegations in detail, and a 
considerable number of witnesses were 
sworn on each side. A feature of the 
trial was the testimony of a number of 
well known attorneys and court of- 
ficials, who stated that they would not 
believe Titus under oath. Titus, in de- 
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fessors who devote their entire time to the 
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fense, sought to prove his good char- 
acter. Among those who testified against 
him were Attorneys Tracy L. Jeffords, 
Edmond French, and others. In addition 
to the arguments of his counsel, Titus 
pleaded his own case before the jury at 
great length, again declaring his inno- 
cence and severely arraigning Sperry. 


John J. Long, a well known Des 
Moines attorney who has practiced for 
a number of years in the United States 





Pistrict Court, where he made a specialty 
of revenue violation cases, and in the 
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Petty courts, and who has figured more 
or less prominently in politics, was on 
Feb. 5 indicted.by the Polk county 
grand jury on two charges of forgery. 
Clerk of Courts Tate and County Auditor 
McQuiston secured the indictment. In 
the clerk’s office a record of fees is kept 
and after they have been paid in and re- 
main unclaimed for a certain time they 
“are certified to the county auditor, where 
a record of unclaimed fees is kept. Ac- 
cording to the testimony of Clerk Tate 
he recently received a request from W. 
F. Stotts, of the old Stotts Investment 
‘Company, to forward him certain fees 
in a case that had been settled in the 
‘District Court. He looked up the record 
~and found these fees had been paid by 
the county auditor to J. J. Long and 
that_he had receipted for them. Inquiry 
-of the county auditor, according to the 
testimony, revealed that Long had pre- 
sented an order which he represented 
had been signed by Stotts and that the 
auditor, relying on this order had paid 
the fees, permitting Long to receipt for 
them. Clerk Tate notified Stotts and 
®eceived a reply from Stotts to the effect 
he had never signed the order, that it 
‘was a forgery and that he would demand 
this fees. 





G. B. Towles, a patent attorney, aged 
wzixty-two, was arrested at Harrisburg, 
Pa., recently on the specific charge of 
raising a note from $500 to $5,000. He was 
taken into custody by City Detective 
John Morgan, who was working with De- 
tective Frank W. Helan, of Washington, 
D. C., where Towles is wanted. 


It was reported that Towles had left 
%he country, bound for the Philippines, 
but he was finally located at the home of 
a relative in Steelton. On account of 
family connections the arrest was made 
as quietly as possible. After a consulta- 
tion with United States Commissioner 
Leroy J. Wolfe, Towles agreed to accom- 
@any Detective Helan to Washington 
without requisition papers. The warrant 
upon which the arrest was made in Har- 
risburg was isssued from the Police Court 
wecently on the oath of Detective 
‘Thomas B. McNamee. It charges that 
Gilbert B. Towles did feloniously forge, 
alter and counterfeit a certain instru- 
anent of writing, bearing date ‘‘Washing- 
ton, D. C., Sept. 5, 189$,”’ calling for the 
payment of $5,000 one month after its 
date, and bearing interest at the rate of 6 
er cent. The obligation was made paya- 
ble to Zenas C. Robbins at the Lincoln 
National Bank. This note was signed by 
Towles and purported to be indorsed by 
Zenas C. Robbins. It is alleged that the 
instrument of writing, with the indorse- 
manent, was falsely made by Gilbert B. 
‘Towles, being the counterfeit of an origi- 
mal genuine note of the same tenor as to 
the face thereof, and the said indorse- 
enent thereon, except as to the date, 
which was changed to Sept. 5, 1899, and 
except as to the amount thereof, which 
was changed to $5,000 from the amount 
which did not exceed $500. It is alleged 
that the defendant was interested with 
others in the prospective purchase of a 
big piece of ground near the Gettysburg 
National Cemetery, and an option on the 
ground was obtained. It is stated that it 
was the belief of some of the men inter- 
ested in the matter that Congress would 
purchase the ground for the purpose of 
extending the cemetery. In the event of 
such a purchase a handsome sum would 
have been realized, but as Congress 
did not make the purchdse the plan 
failed. During the course of business 
connected with the affair, it is alleged 
Mr. Towles was given signed notes in 
blank for him to fill in, the amounts not 
to exceed certain figures. The note men- 
tioned in the warrant, it is alleged, was 
taken up by Mrs. Luchs as a matter of 
investment. She rented from Mr. Rob- 
bins, and when she saw his indorsement 
on the note she did not hesitate to ad- 
vance the money. The note went to pro- 
test and a civil suit instituted by Mrs. 
Luchs is now pending. 
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the Columbia Nationa! Bank aud the Lincoln National Bank. 
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Washington, D. C, 











RECENT DEATHS. 
STEER 


ALABAMA. 
Col. Wm. F. Foster, Tuskegee. 
CALIFORNIA. 
John W. Gass, San Jose. 
8. A. Robison, Willows. 
H. W. McNeal, San Jose. 
Ezra P,. Mills, Pasadena. 
ILLINOIS. 
H. A. Wright, Havana. 
Edward 8. Curtis, Chicago. 
John B. Curtiss, Chicago. 
F. L. Murphy, Chicago. 
Samuel C. Wiley, Earleville. 
INDIANA. 
Jos. P. Jones, Evansville. 
John V. Denton, Corydon. 
Richard W. Thompson, Terra Haute. 
John Campbell, Hartford City. 
A. 8S. Dwyer, Sheldon. 
IOWA. 
A. G. Schulte, Sigourney. 
Richard Wiber, Mason City. 
John Ballard, Sr., Burlington. 
KANSAS. 
Judge Wm. Stivers, Fredonia. 
KENTUCKY. 
Judge J. M. Metcalfe, Moorhead. 
MAINB. 
Chas. Wesley Walton, Portland. 
MARYLAND. 
Wm, J. Sheehan, Easton. 
Wm. 8. Keech, Towson. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
John B. Goodridge, Boston. 
David Hill, Easthampton. 
Dempster John Coleman, Great Barrington. 
Geo. R. R. Rivers, Milton. 
Edward A. Gamwell, Pittsfield. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Judge Thos. J. Wharton, Jackson. 
MISSOURI. 
Thos. Lewis, Kansas City. 
Judge John Gabriel Woerner, St. Louis. 
Judge Chas. R. Breedlove, Lamar. 
Benton G. Boone, Clinton. 
Judge G. W. Burr, Sedalia. 
NEBRASKA. 
Gen. Caleb Bilworth, Omaha. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Gen. Chas. H. Bartlett. 
Chas. H. Brooks, Peterboro. 


NEW JERSEY. 
Judge David H. Wyckoff, Asbury Park. 
Wm. J. O'Leary, Roseville. 

NEW YORK, 
Cornelius E. Kene, New Rochelle. 
Samuel Edick, Richfield Springs. 
M. H. Russell, Malone. 
Nathan Armsby Woodward, Batavia. 
Moses M. Goldstein, Buffalo. 
Sheppard Bank, Mt. Vernon. 
Reese Thomas, Utica. 
Chas. Mulford Jenkins, Albany. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
Henry A. Foote, Warrenton. 


OHIO. 
Jos. S. Williams, Beverly. 
OREGON. 
E. R. Gregory, Hillsboro. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 


Judge Wm. L. Hamilton, Lock Haven. 
Ex-Sen. Henry R. Brown, Norristown. 
Geo. J. Eckert, Reading. 
John 8. Bassler, Myerstown. 
Henry Macrell, Pittsburg. 
Judge Chas. R. McCarthy, Philadelphia. 
John Ewing Speer, Pittsburg. 
Judge Frederick Wm. Gunster, Scranton. 
Jacob Henry Miller, Pittsburg. 
Alex. McClintock, Ben Avon. 
TENNESSEE. 
Thos. R. Russell, Tellico Junction. 
Judge Abram L. Demoss, Nashville. 
Judge D. M. Key, Chattanooga. 
TEXAS. 
Judge Jos. Mingo, Coweta. 
Hon. A. J. Hood, Weatherford. 
David H. Hewlett, Austin. 
VIRGINIA. 
Wm. F. Reddy, Richmond. 
Judge John T. Lovell, Front Royal. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
M. M. Bennett, Glenville. 
WISCONSIN. 
Munson Paddock, Kenosha. 
CANADA. 
Judge Senkler, Winnipeg, Manitoba. 
Walter Macdonald, Toronto, Ont. 
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No. 1501.—Petition by Debtor. 
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No. 1504.—Schedule A No. 3—Creditors whos 
Claims are Unsecured. 

No, 1505.—Schedule A No, 4—Liabilities on Notes 
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be paid by the Drawers, Makers 
Acceptors or Indorsers. 

No. 1506.—Schedule A No. 5&—Accommodatiog 


Paper. 
No. 1507.—Schedule B No, 1—Statement of aj 
Property of Bankrupt. Real Estate, 
No. 1508.—Schedule B No, 2—Personal Property, 
No. 1508.—Schedule B No, 3—Choses in Action 
No. 1510.—Schedule B No. 4—Property in Rever. 
sion, Remainder, or Expectancy, 
Including all Property Held in Trug 
for the Debtor or subject to any 
power or right to dispose of or w 


charge. 
No, 1511.—Schedule B No, 5—A Particular State 
ment of the Property claimed 


exempted. 
No. 1512.—Schedule B No. 6—Books, Papers, 
s and Writings relating to 

Bankrupt's business and estate. 

No. 1513.—Summary of Debts and Assets. 

No. 1514.—Oath to Schedule A. 

No. 1515.—Oath to Schedule B. 

No. 1516.—Filing Cover for above Petition, 
Schedules, Oaths and Summary of 
Assets. 

Making in all sixty-four Blanks, which gives 
three of each (the necessary number to file a 
Suit in Bankrupt@), and one of each for refer- 
ence. 

Above Blanks are printed on bond paper sult- 
able for manifolding the four necessary copies at 
one time by the use of carbon paper. Should these 
not be sufficient of any one schedule, plain 
sheets of paper can be used, marking each sheet 
properly. By means of these Blanks, your work 
can all be done by simply dictating, or having 
the entire work gone on your typewriter. A 
printed sample sheet is given with each set, 
which sets forth in detail just how each schedule 
should be filled out. 

All of the above put up flat in a neat box, and 
sent to any address in the United States, expres 
prepaid for 
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Or Four Sets, one order, for. . . $5.00 
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Carbon Paper for manifolding, 
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Little’s Typewriter Ribbons, for Cali- 
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$1.00 each. 

Blank schedules, nothing but 
proper rulings (no printing) to 
use when the printed Schedules 
are not sufficient, same quality 
bond paper, per dozen sheets... 20 
Remittances can be made by New 

York Draft, P. 0. or Express Order, or 

Postage Stamps. 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK COMPANT, 
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41 STATE STREET, ROCHESTER, A... 


Above manifolding blanks are entirely separate and 
distinct from any blanks mentioned in our reguiar cate 
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B. > F. GAFFNEY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
}ENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 
xo. 338 Main St, NEW BRITAIN, CONN. 
Rooms 2 and 4 Stanley Building. 


ae. § Mechanics’ National Bank. 
References: } New Britain National Bank. 








Attorney at Law, 


General Law Practice, MERIDEN, CONN. 


{ Home National Bank, Meriden. 
i Meriden Savings Bank, Meriden. 


FREDERICK G. EBERLE, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
(Formerly Prosecuting Attorney.) 
GENERAL LAW PRACTICE AND COLLECTIONS. 


References. 





(Opp. City Hall.) 


REFERENCES BY REQUEST. 


813 Main ®t. 
CAREY, 


GEO. 
Of Hawley & Carey. 
24 Sanford Bids, BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 


COMMERCIAL, PROBATE AND CORPORATION 
LAW A SPECIALTY. 


All matters g ven prompt vigorous attention. 


References :—Connecticut Nat. Bank; Marsh, Merwin & 
Lemmon, Bankers, bridgeport, Conn. 


HOMER H. SHEPARD, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


Hartford, Conn, 








420 Exchange Building, 


New Haven, Conn. 


Commercial Law and Collections a Specialty. 


MICHAEL T. DOWNES, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 


WALLINGFORD. CONN. 
...PROSECUTING ATTORNEY FOR CITY.... 
om = facilities for prosecuting claims in ail sections of 








ae —First National Bank ; Dime Savings Bank ; 
Judge Hubbard, Ex-Secretary of State. 


NEWBERRY, ELLSWORTH & 
Leslie W. Newbe 7 GOODMAN, 


Ernest B. Eliswo 

Richard J. Good 

50 State Street, HARTFORD, CONN. 

First National Bank Building, (Roome 73 to 7%.) 

General Practice in State and Federal Courts. 

Collection Deparment giving p ompt and careful attention 
Depositions taken before Faspenicx W. Fuuier, Notary 

Public, (Room 11), 756 Main Street. 

References :—Hartf rd National Bank; John M. Taylor. 
Vice-President Connecticut Mutual Life Insurance Co.’ 
Connecticut Trust & Safe Deposit Co.; First National Bank‘ 
all of Fartford, and Baird & Warner, Real Estate, C hicago’ 


SAMUEL E. HOYT, 


Attorney at Law, 








COLLECIIONS PROMPTLY MADE. 
42 Church Street, New Haven. 





References : — First National Bank, New Haven; 
Haven County Nat. Bank, New Haven. 


Send New Haven Collectzons 
to 
WALTER POND, 
Lauyer, 
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a age agg $1.50 for = ee 
three — a cpeee fa 
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vod care AMERICAN aia 


AGENCY, ‘Box 411, New York City. 








A* ATTORNEY, A.B., LL.B., 5 years in active 
practice, now and for '3 years past all time em- 
ployed as potas of law, wishes to re enter practice. 
ll pare ase established practice, form partnership 
with tirm needing services, or accept position in law 
school in eity when part of time may A oe to 





practice. References Address: “C. W. E.,” care 
American Lawyers’ Agency. 
WANTED—A young attorney, age 30 with six 


years experience, would like to form partnershi 
or get in with good attorney who has plenty of work 
there is a good chance of advancement, can give good 
references. Address Box 484. St Johnsville, N.Y. 


WANTED. —A law partner. Have lived in place 
eighteen years; have good library and good 
eg am 60 and want active, industrious 
g man, who is willing to work, and can take 
chen of trial practies will sell an =~ r~ half in- 
terest in library, office iture &c., ant give equal 
share in business. Town is county seat, 1, — 
tion, on C. M. & St. P.R. R. in South Dakota Ad 

“M. O. R.”, care American Lawyers’ Agency, P. O. 
Box 411, New York City. 











Care and sale of local properties and securi- 

ties for non-residents a specialty. 

Lester & McCarTNEY, Financial Agents, 
Denv er, » Colorado. 


RELIEF AT LAST! 
A New Tured-up Point Pen, 
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Writes Especially Smooth and Easy, 
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A MIRACLE OF DELIGHT. 


This is as different in its act- 
ion from pens used forty years 
ago as light is from darkness— 
when once used it will be al. 
ways used. 
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out this luxury. 


Price, $1.00 per Gross. 


Including Postage. 
If your stationer cannot furn. 
ish them, write direct to 





69 Church Street, NEW HAVEN, CONN, 


THE ESTERBROOK STEEL PEN CO. 


OF INTEREST TO CORPORATIONS. 


“Im many many States of the Seen lowe have at tonal 
corporations which contemplate pt Bs 
affixing certain for 





visions of law to corporations that sell 
in such State by means of traveling salesmen, 
or ~ ae while having no branch 


office, or business 
in the purport of the statutes of ench States. 


Alabama—Gunter& Gunter, MosesBldg, Montgomery 

Arizona— 

Arkansas—P. C. FISHER, 
Smith. 

Lr MAGUIRE & ey a (James G. Ma- 


guire, ex-Congressman ; James L. Gallagher, ex-City 
and County Attorney), 407-8-9 Parrott Building, 
San Francisco. 


600 Garrison ave., 


Fi 


— Fisher, 204% South Palafox st., 


Indiana— Morris, Newberger & Curtis, Commercial 
Building, Indianapolis. 

Iowa— 

Kansas— 

Kentucky—Pirtle & Trabue, Columbia Bldg, Louis- 


Louisiana— 
Maine — 


ees Saases & HODSON, 6 
Lexington street, 

Massachusetts— 

Michigan— 

Minnesota—Fifield, Fletcher & Fifield, 920-930 Lum~ 
ber Exchange, Minneapolis. 

Mississippi— 

Missouri—Ames & Jones, American Bank Bldg, 
Kansas City. 

Nebraska— 

New Jersey—THOMAS P. FAY, Long Branch. 

New Mexico— 


New ~~ COUNSELORS BUREAU, 52 William 
street, New York 


New York — LEONARD — BENTHUYSEN, 
Mooney-Brisbane Bldg, Buffalo. 


North Carolina— 

North Dakota—Tracy R. Bangs. Grand Forke. 

Ohio— William T. McClure. King Bldg, Columbus. 
Be mt At & TIFFT, 708-711 Chamber of Com~ 

Pennsylvania— Frank E. Boyle, Burr Bldg, Scranton. 

Rhode Island— 

South Carolina— 

South Dakota— 

Tennessee— 

Texas— 

Utah— 

Vermont— Dillingham, Huse & Howland, Montpelier- 


Washi: gton— 
West Virginia— MERRICK & SMITH, Parkersburg. 


30T 





26 John Street, New York. 


Wisconsin-— Chas. H. Hamilton, City Hall, Milwaukee, 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS 


IX UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE. 


(REVISED MONTHLY.) 


re- 
=o mention THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 
are ae (), and county 
a 
@” Representation in this list will be given 
accredited atterneys en favorable terms. 

































































































































































a. 


Lawrence Cooper 
Refers toFinetNat Bik andW. 5, b’kers. 
ET SOD dicdéndins cosnae aconen L. Windham 
Refers to Alabama National — "Birmingham, 
and the Crawford Banking Co., Jasper. 
DD... <putcimantiokn Reuben Chapman 
Mobile* (Mobile) 

GREGORY L. & H. T. SMITH. Commercial law. 


yo Bank, City National Bank, 


ALABAMA. 
Athens~ (Limestone)................... W. R. Walker 
ae 8. W. 
Refers to Bank of Attalla. 
Bessemer (Jefferson) ...................--- J. A. Estes 
—— (Jefferson)............ E. = WINSTON, Jr 
305 Jefferson mag Savings Bank 
Carbon Hill a SRR RS * — r 
Columbia (Henry).............---.-- Frank H. Walker 
Refers to the Manufacturers’ Bank. 
Cordova (Walker).....................- Send to Jasper 
co pcacmemennn’ Wr Gale 
Decatur (Morgan).....................- y 
Fayette* (Fayette).....................- 
Viorence* (Lauderdale).............. 


ville RR. and Mobile Street a 


VAUGHAN * Rg ma 65 St. 
Practice in all courts, 


Francis street. 
State and United States. 
pt and persistent ee ven to col- 
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“Yuma* (Yuma) 
Refers to Hon. F. M. Doan, jokes Second Judicial 
District, Florence. 


" 










pher 
Na 


Lawyer, Mi tile Adjuster, Attorn Th 
, Mercantile ter, s’ The 
American Law List. ae 


W. M. Blakey 
Send to Decat 


ur 


ARKANSAS. 
Pucsuncossccescene 
Bentonville* (Benton). .........-....---- W. D. Mauck 
yee A DE. dcbbnnd sts Deandesecs Cc. 
Sa... ik ieee 
(CABG) ccccccccccccccccccccccescce 5 

Des Arc* (Prairie) pivtatcnsvesesncscopnne ¥F. E. Brown 
Eldorado* (Union). ..................- 


) 
THOMAS BOLES. Land titles, estates and collec- 


Bankruptcy cases, specialties. Refers 


ican National Bank. 


ee eee ee reewaaeeenenee 


ee eee ewer eweneeeaseee 


Pree reer reer rr eee 


to Ameri 
P. ot oe 600 Garrison ave. Commercial, cor- 
poration ‘and real estate law. Special 
tion to proceedings in bankruptcy and mer- 
cantile collections. 
Green wood* oo ad bnecnsdedennegesue 4 B. oe 


atten- 











alnut Ridge* eouaes swotsdeconndée we E. Belson 
CALIFORNIA. 

Alameda (Alameda) .................--- G. E. Colwell 

Colton (San Bernardino). ........ Thomas D. Hamilton 

Colusa‘ ( Pocncccccoccaccccecccoes Ernest Weyand 
to Colusa County Bank : 

Eureka* or cocccces cosdvoccoccesece W.L. Duff 

ee eae son c rela & Norton 

a 3 3. 4&0. "if TOAMBERGER, 515-517 Homer Laughlin 

— ——— commercial and tion 


for the Citizens’ Ban 
BROOKS, MONTAG NE & BYERS. Practice in all 
courts of the Cnited States. Special attention 
en commercial law and collections. Office: 
~t = — without permission to 


mulroRD 6 & "POLLARD, ooms yy Bullard 
jalties ; sixteen , wd 


WORKS & LEE, * 420 to 425 Henne Bldg. Attorneys 

for National Bank of Califo: a, San Diego 
Land & Town Co., San Diego Water Co., Con- 
solidated Water Co., &c. 


Stanisians) P. J. Hasen 
* (Alameda)........ Ei. & 0.3. sAmeeneEA 





Bernardino) F. W. 
* (San Diego)............ OSCAR A. TRIP’ 
1015 Fifth st. Attorney for FirstNat.B’k, A. a 
FRANCISCO* (San Francisco) 
E. J. &0. J. BAMBERGER, Call Bldg. Collections, 
——_ Ly corporation law. Attorneys 


‘or the Commerce. 
BROOKS. MONTAGNE & prune. Practice in all 
courts, State and Special attention 





Crus)... 
fer to the Bank of Watsonville. 
* (Yolo)...... detnts ccdecuded 





Ww 





COLORADO. 


le Creek (El Paso) R. A. Sidebotham 
rpifooe to Binoteltts Bank and First Nat'l Bank. 
Delta* (Delta) ...........----+-+s000- Millard Fairlamb 
Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank. 


ver* (Arapahoe) 

KELLOGG, a, & SHELDON, 600 & 628 Ernest & 
Cranmer ferences on application. 
LINDSEY & PAR $, 712-13-14 People’s Bank Bldg. 
— erences: The Western Bank, Denver, and 
a ary Buffalo, N.Y. 





Re: 
(see oa ~ cae” 
Durango* (La Plata)................ Reese ntact 
Refers to the First National Bank. 
Eldora (Boulder) ....... --+++++.00b P. Lyons 
Grand ome aa) (Mesa) -Samuel G. — 
Greeley* (Weld) ........--------eesennnen A. C. Patton 
Gunnison G Jeccccnescccccecescee- D. T. Sap; 
Lake City* (Hinsdale) -G. D. Bardw 
Refers to the satay & Merchants’ Bank. 
Lak - Willi 
(Montrose). .............<.-- 
I dscndanenodétutlons Save & 
CP Ractcoce seccanoncese -- Chas. B. — 
Telluride* (San Miguel) .... ........... ~ ¢ Kini 
CONNECTICUT. 


a (Fairfield) 

EO. W. CAREY (of Hawley & Carey), 24 Sanford 
Bldg. Especial facilities for collections in all 
parts of State. Corporation, probate and com- 
mercial ng specialties. 

L. K. Gould, 8 & 9 -,-% Block. Refers to 

Nationa] Ban 


dE ela 
Greenwich (Fairfield).............-...+ ..F. A; Hebband 











——— 
— 


* (Hartford) 
FREDERICK G. EBERLE, 613 M 
allcourts of the State. General lan waa 


1 collections. Depesitions tak taken ” me 


ters. Referen 
NEWBERRY, ELLSWORTH & @cobomin, 50 State st 
General practice in State and Federal 


W. Fuller, Notary Pubt , 136 
st. References: Hart Nat’) Ban tm 
Trust & Safe Deposit Co., Toho we “ 
vice-president Gone. Mutual Life Ins. ae 
of Hartford; Baird & Warner (Real Estate), 


Chicago. 
uti Ger 3 eg woccend E. r. A. MER 

General law practice +~% 

Bank and Meriden Savings Ban ome Nain 
Middletown" (Middlesex).......... Alfred B. Calef, jy 
Moodus — saa etaienmennts to East 
Naugatuck (New oy eminne head John M. Sweeney 
New Britain (Hartford)............. 


-B. F. 
Room 2, 3 and 4, Stasis Bldg, 338 Main st. 
eral law practice. efivenest 4 ferences: Mechanics’ Nay! 
Bank and New oe National Bank. 
New Haven* (New H 
SAMUEL E. HOYT, 42 23 Church et. Collections 
ones vigorous a attention. References: 
meng fe a k, Fw orem, and New Hava 
ation 


a matters. Refers to Tradesmen'y 
Bank or any wholesale house. 
omen ar SHEPARD, 420, Exchange Bldg, 
Practice in all State courts. Corporation, 
commercial law and collections, « 















Torrington (Litchfield)... Walter 1] 
Wallingford (New Haven)...... MICHAEL T. DOWNES 
- hton's Block. Make quick and prompt returns 
ll collections. My facilities the best for com 
snandiel business in all parts of this county. Pr 
secuting attorney for thiscity. References: First 


National Bank, Dime Savings Bank and Jodg 
Hubbard, ex- -Secretary of State. 
Weeerbary (New Ha Peoeccoeseces Wilson H. Piers 
Willimantic* (Windhala écecvccsuce Andrew J. Bowa 
Windsor Locks ( Doescceectesss J. W. Johnen 


eee eeeeesteseeee 












Vie (New Castle) 
—s ER H. HAYES, Se Marne ot. Refers to Un- 
National Bank of Wilmington. 


BALDWIN soar 238 Market st. gs 
ational Bank of Wilmington. 
any sae Depositions taken. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


WASHINGTO af Washington) 
JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 434 st. Mercantile colle 
tions aspecialty. Refers te Central Nat’ Bt 
ey & ve Fendall Bidg, ae he 4 v. 
R. Berry, Benjamin nor’ 
Trust Co. 


BLACKBURN & “S BLACBURn, a. sone ave. 
Blackburn, J 


td 

aL in the Supreine Oourt of the 

States, the courts of the District of Columbia 

the Court of Claims and the Executive De 
ts. Organized to handle m 


collections. 
Ges ma lw pat aT arpt Sitention wa 
—_ aw practice. mtion 
Pirofore | to Central National Bank. 
women Gu GUERRY 87-88 Fendall Bldg. Refers ™ 


ashin Trust Co. 
WUBERT. ry speek nde & F at N W. Expert i 
c. ALBERT WHITE, oe ee x. W. General lav 


and departmental ractice. Collection depart 
ment. Refer to coln National Bank. 


FLORIDA. 
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add warie 
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Fneereiee €Fe Il 
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Fada 


bad SETSGCRESERRSE TE FeFEE 22 


4 Ee 
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*3 @ SFbP Frese s FEV EP ars 
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’ 


or cl! oi Ei 
BLOUNT & SLOUNT. Refer te First Nat'l Bank. 


sngustine® (St. Jehn)..........-.W. W. Dewhurst 
& 7. speeee soeseconncesine WT: - ——— 
Tampa’ (Hillsboro) .......+. +--+. Simon’ 
: (Brevard) .....0+--cccees James T 


sea (ons Suter ole a wanenesTen 


Ashburn we TER cccccvcce cacneesccceses A. Comer 
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een ee eee eenenes 
eee eee Teer rir 
Ree ee Re me eeweeeens 
eee ee entewereeeeee 
een eee em eneaeewes 


Hee eee eee eee eteneeee 


ar “57 FISHER, 204% South Palafox st. Refers 
Citizens’ N National Bank 





Refers to People's National Bank. 
Refers toJ .S Botta&Co andW.A. ans See 
(lathe). .ccccccccccccccscsscescces Sol. Fiatau 
Refers to all pas business bonses. 


* (Fulton 
HCELREATH s McELREATH (Walter McElreath, 


business 
Eamets MeRivent®), TIA Tit Templo Coast. | Bast St. Louis (St (St. Clair)...-...----- Maurice V. Joyee 


CHICAGO* (Cook) 
JOSIAH CRATTY, i 18, Security Building, 188 
Madison st. 





eaten reenn 
ee eee eeeeeeeeneee 
eee eetnwne 


—_ Chicago references: 
> S , FF m. H. Bush & Co., hate; 
Simmons & Co., gloves. Depositions 
Selove Allee Manning Hoty Debi room 1308. 
(See card.) 
a ay & WESLEY H. MAINS, 417 Ashland 
, Clark & Randolph sts. Refer to Cha 
rn 303 Dearborn st. and Chicago City 
Bank, 6225 South Halstead st. 


THE Je | — (Judge J. W. Cochran, 


Estee, Supt. and N ), 
Fr & te aot Clark ot. st. Law and collections. 
securities. (See card.) 





(Winnebago) BR. F. 
ht ty~y oy sewccesescces Romberger & Smith 
ational i of Chicago or any 
man in Dwight, Il 








hengon)...............W. N. Cronkrito 
we, > 
































General law ce \ 
ence : Thind ational Beak of Atlanta. (Kane saceceroseesiesss Sa ~- 
* (Richmond) ........- mene ie guowoorapeacsoscssnese Bald 
fee Dost) -.-- AL Maas 6 Gon Bae oot senseteneseneeenes Sor rect Crawfordsville’ (Montgomery) a Saas Caldwell 
Talore to J. L. Beach, Clerk Supreme Court, aA... 7 iieary 7. Martin | Crown Point* (Lake)... . 
my a Johns & Co., Bankers. Decatur* (Adams 











se eteenceeeseenens . Evansviile* Core). cae CHARLES L. WEDDING 
Reese Crawford | Gales! OES Coe WM. D. GODFREY Refers to the Old National 
Geless rg National Beak Bldg. Attorney fat Fairmount (Grant) ................2..-.-- L. A. Cassell 
, oF. 68 National , Oneida State Fort W: (Allen) .. ZOLLARS, WORDEN & ZOLLARS 
wards, J¢| | Oneida, Ill, Bank of London Mills, London Mills, | """ golicleors and attoreosoar te ote to 
& Bishop ni Pittaburg, Ft. Wages & Chicage Ry. to 
Cy - Davidson | anew ye co win -~ md to Mattoon r ; 
Refers to the © Georgia Bank Harrisburg* (Saline)... oisser, ithey & Choisser | Frankfort* (Clinton) .................. Stanley 
A BIS eeers % 3. Boge C72 eet PNG PSS 5 Fred 8 Potter | Frankton (Madison) ..................... J. M. Farlow 
Fort Gaines* (Oley) ccoccoccsccelia We )0tt«é«C RRS Stoney eit John Blackner | Goodland (Newton)..................... J. W. Oswald 
MB occceccccccccces wouneeee H. H. Perry | Hillsboro‘ Samet Se Fred. A. Randle | Geshen* (Elkhart).......... .......... Baker & Miller 
Griffin" (Spalding)..........00+-+.--- James 8. — Refera to Hi ational Bank. Greencastle (Putmam).................. Jackson Boyd 
— TOVS (JACKSON) ......0020---- R.L. J. th “yt CHARLES H. LEECH | Greentield* ( Deccce maccacoeummiil Marsh & 
Dit caesacescoos coccentees A. A. McCurry -«a--+-Kti¢hard Yates | Greensburg* (Decatar).............. 
PA reer ere 8. L. Drawdy Higgins & Walter | Hammond ( Jencccoccececcee 
Refers to First National Bank at Waycross, Ga. Refers to First National 
Jeasup* (Weree) occccccces cocoseccssctoses D. M. Clark lish & Lawson | Hartford (Blackford). . 
‘la P CAUSE cccoccccccccces Harwell & ye ..Geo. M. Nixon | Heltonville (Lawrence)...... .Send to 
* (Stewart) ........02+- secoee---B. T. Hic “y ...8. L. Wallace ee (Huntington)...... liginper h nemipen 
Macon* (Bibb)................ Dessau, Harris & Birc L. B. Vose a a (Marion) 
Moultrie* roy hdesnctssed McKenzie & McKenzie ...Geo. W. Young i ie Ingalls Bldg. Twelve years ex- 
evscncceseee J. M. DuPreo ) Andrews & Vause in collections, corporation, commer. 
fownen™ (Coweta) po ccosscensocecoes Alvan D. Freeman | — Aelereeeebaben ye pac hE, trust and seul estate matters. 
(Houston) ............-00 esesseed C. C. Duncan Rite Wood & List of commercial clients and references on 
le* (Tattnall)............... W.T. Saas (Kankakee)......... E. P. Harney ——- 
SM GOMER cictccsadss «accudiiad C. E. CARPENTER Refers to — Banking Co. of itomenee JOHN W. KERN, Suite No. 835 New Stevenson Bldg. 
Monmouth* (W arren J.B. Refers to Fletcher National Bank. 


iSavannah* (Chatham) 
Geo. 





W. Beckett. Southern Express Co. Bld 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of Savannah, M 
National Bank. or any other bank in Savannah. 

Jas. R. Cain, Board of Trade Bldg. Refers to the 

Chatham Bank, Savannah. 


ced (Lowndes) "eae doa. Powhatan B. Whittle 
a (Ware) 

Walter Bennett. 

Toomer & Reynolds. Refer to ae of Waycross. 


‘Waynesboro (Burke)............... born H. Jones 
fers to Citizens’ Bank of ee 


IDAHO. 


Boise City* (Ada) Idaho Commercial & Collection Co. 
(Ltd). Samuel L. Newton, Mgr. 





Caldwell* (Canyon).......... ......-<-- H. A. Griffiths 
Refers to —peemngan Bank of Caldwell. 
Gallist (Caster) ......ccccccccccccccss L. H. Johnston 
Idaho Falls" (Blackfoot) Sdoncsduahcouuniidl B. J. 
Lewiston* (Nez peseen. wa .--Frank J. Young 
Moscow * Gams... ames H. Forney 
Payette (Canyon) --...0.3. Rogers 
Pocatello* (Bannock) . . -E. P. Blickensderfer 
Pinon Cit FanTIE cciasaiibinamadadoannd F. J. Cowen 
Welser* (Washington)............00es-+s. J.W. Ayers 





ILLINOIS. 





Refers to the Seaside and tieccal Saiianekien 
Morris* (Grundy) 





(Richland).. .J. C. Ritter 
ers to First National Bank and Olney Bank. 
Oregon’ ( Wisedcdccncecscecss - Frank Bacon 
a. (La Salle)....... -H. G. Cook 
609 La Salle st. Refers to First National and 
National City Banks. 
Pana (Christian)............. EB. A. £26" MC Meicniay 
Paris* ( par) peagadentdaddee R. L. & G 
Paxton* ( Deccccccccsccescce . 0. H. Wy 


Rahn & Black. Refer to any bank in the city, 


law and collections. Refers to State Savin 
Loan & Trust Co. and Ricker National Bank. | Portland* ( 


RY GNI « ac ccccnccccece CHAFEE & CHEW 
Bheliyriie =; eee Bank of Shelb hy 
Soronto (Bond) .............. D. Matney 


PALMER. Siri" HAMILL & LESTER. General 


B. & O., S. W. Ry. Co. and local at- 
seen Tilinete Cantral B. k Co. Practice in 
courts. Refer to any bank in city. 





os to 

Assumption (Christian) esenscesos & 
CRB cccccesccccdosecesaues H. O. Southworth 

Austin (Cook) rege cvencneene SW: Be 
( Docccccccecccocccetosees owitt 
Belleville* (St. Destine ¢ ----R. W. Ropiequet 
Attorney for First National Bank. 

Belvidere* ( ) a asnecees cooccce-MUller & De Wolf 
Ma (MoLean).......0..+000- Calvin Rayburn 
cDonough) eoccceccoece -«--David Chambers 
« Oairo* (Alexander) Sebeseeedeusena .--Langsdon & Leek 





all 
GEORGE A. SANDERS, Over First National Bank. 
Refers to any bank in the city. 


















also First National Bank, Petersburg. N Elkhart) 
ug, ERS: Henry C. Fuller | New Albany* (Floyd) ............. ...... Jacob 
Pontiac: (Livingston). ......... Harry G. Greenebaum | New Harmony (Posey).............. George C. Taylor 
Refers to any bank in Livingston County. Refers to New 
= ey (Burean)............. enderson & Trimble a = a ees Chas. D. Oubern 
Quine, | Adams) fers to People’s State Bank of Oakland Ci 
. B. COFFIELD, 5104 Hampshire st. Commercial | Peru* a" (Miami) Mitchel) 














ayne) Roscoe E. E. Kirkman 
Disdnae -KRAMER, HEURING & MAY 
athe cseccoucéesedé See o—-- Norns for and refer to The Farmers’ Bank. 
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Wabash* (Wabash)..............000.---- Oliver Bogue 

Walnut (Marshall) .................--0«- ymouth 

Washington* (Daviess) ............ ie & Padgett 
Refers to the People’ s National Ban 

Winamac* (Pulaski) ................-c00ee Nye & Nye 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Ardmere (Pickins)..........-..-.-.-.. J.C. Thom: 
we Nation)....CHARLES E. McPHER EN 
Refers to — & Merchants’ Bank of Caddo. 
Chickasha* (Pickins).......... Charles L. Fechheimer 
(Cherokee Nation). -Send toJ.C. Starr at Vinita 
Muldrow a — RE Thos. J. Watts 


Born and Winchester Martin, 
oowtg Fort $ Smith, Ark. 






Musocogee* (Creek —_——. bees eceka Hutchings & West 

Nowata me wy Nation)............. pwede . Tillotson 
Refers to = Campbell, oe x 

Purcell omston wilinde sap bindein W. CHERRYHOM ES 
Refers to the Chickasaw Hatlomal Bank 

South McA lester (Choctaw N: 
ey ae. Practice in all the courts. Re- 

National Bank. 

Tahlequah* (Cherokee Nation) ............ A T. Parks 
Refers to Bank of Tahlequah -— S. H. Mayes, 
Principal Chief — ation 

Vinita (Cherokee Nation) .... .............. J.C. Starr 
Refers to T. S. 5; Hemaen merchant atGrove, Ind. Ter. 

Wagoner (Creek Nation)............. Craig & K 

IOWA. 
i nsnanigndagegenireweadiel Daniel Eiler 

Male (Dallas) 0ccccccccccccccccecccece sees F. E. Gates 

ST CEN ccnccugenccencecossess H. P. Armitage 

Albia* eases) Sowgernd ‘S on 

Algona* (Kossuth). ...................- wetting 

Anamosa“ (Jones)...... ..... .--.---C. M. Brown 





OSLER 1. TT. ‘CooPER, Security Savings 














Bank 
by ee National Dek 
=, & WOLBROOK Soae Rapids Savings 
Coes Degas atone 
wo 
JOHN N. HUGHES. ty 
law. Prompt attention to and de- 
inall courts. Ni Pa 
ic. Refers to Cedar Rapids N: 
& Savings Bank, L. Wallace 
& Son, and Central Newspaper Union of Cedar 
Gai Ay’ i weccescccccccccccccscs P. W. Burr 
Refers to the ’ National 
ee Ot ee ebdanscepoeoneie E. 
Cherokee* ( DD cintdbedeesdéedibe M. WAKEFJELD 
Refers to First National Bank. A gen law 
—— and real estate ation, 
otary pu 
Clarion* (Wright) .............---...... le & Nagle 
Clinton* yy ) PF 
Cc 
¢ 
Creston* (Union) ...............--.-.... ohn M. Haye 8 
ee ee ee Caras Sas ae R. 
Dana tGveens} pussen tebscscese eonene Send to Jefferson 
SN csccdconsedcovcconccess Ira R. Tabor 
Dayton (Webster) ...................- J. H. Lind 
Decorah* (Winnes! biSxGcacsaseeeebnen H. ¥F. Barth 
Denison* (Crawford).........2.2+-.+200-+- J. P. Conner 
Des 


* (Polk) 
CUMMINS, HEWITT & WRIGHT, Youngerman Block. 
r to Towa National and Valley Nat’) Banks. 
DUDLEY "ah COFFIN. Refer to the Iowa Loan & 
Trust Co. and Marquardt Savings Bank. 
— my —_ Thoroughly equipped col- 
on 


Du 
tye (oameaee) a, & Main sts. Refer to First 
National 


or Ww ler; The Claflin Co., 
New York;. Carson, Perre, Scott & Co., 
Duncombe (Webster).............. Send to ae 
adits, otnhateniestibnwin f 








Elkader* cep 
Estherville* (Emmet) 


Geo. W. Adams 
Refers to First Nat'l Bank and Bank of Estherville 

a a (J omen dittinviauionamhaae 
(Pocahontas)................... Z. o egos 











Fort Dota TWPORGRIED nine nicodcncdcicncses 3 PARR 
ion law and collections. Refers to Fort 
National Bank. 
Fort Madison* (Lee)................ Watson & Weber 
Garner (Hancock).............. Ramsay & stashotens 
Glasgow (Jefferson)...........----+.- Send to Fairfield 
GRR cnccecencvcccconcscesanse & 
Glidden (Carroll).... ..............-- Kitt W. Mareau 
Gowrie (Webster) ................- Send to Fort Dodge 
Graettinger (Palo Alto).......... Send to Emmetsburg 
Grinnell* (Poweshiek) ...............- Haines & Lymap 
ym Center* (Grundy)...........-. Elisha A. 
ie Center* (Guthrie) .......... Wm. D. Milligan 
Hamburg* (Fremont)............ Hammond & Stevens 
Hampton’ (Franklin).............. Fred. A. Harriman 
ng I ere T. R. Mockler 
Refers to Shelby County Bank of — 
Hartle (Bree) bb cappendcashaanocnens we. Briggs 
ers to Hartley State Bank and C. H. Colby & 
Co., bankers. 
Hawarden (Sioux)............... Hutchinson & Plank 
Humboldt (Humboldt) ........ Prewiy. omer SB & Prouty 
Ida Grove* (Ida).... ...... ..-..: Sagaew 
In dence* (Buchanan) .............. E. Hasner 
RE CURRED «« ncccccccessesseckess - C. Brown 
Refers to the Warren County Bank. 
Towa City* (Johnson) ...............- Edward E. Ehret 
Towa Falls (Hardm).............. Funk & Hutchinson 
efferson* (Greene).........-...+--++---- T. A. Mugan 
Keokuk* eee y+ BS os 0000 necccesseuseogecs W.D. 
nesacccecéosaguethes 8. C. Johnson 
Lake City City oun). pronsces meen 8 2 & Jacobe 
orte WE) ccccceces: cee .L. zlett 
Lehigh (We ao shnitsddapeuented Send to ty es 
Le Mars* (Plymouth).................... E. T. BEDELL 
Refers to First National Bank. 
a J. B. Dann 


we =P. 

hos. Fm 
Gpomanuaehi: iccnsanhaeamaaeeaee 
Marion* (Linn) Santas samobeheenineniil Preston 


& Moffit 





mae 
te the Mitchell County Bank. 
ee eae W. 8S. Hedrick 





Rook eet "A general la practice in and 
w 
and real estate liti 
~~ ey, N and st ber in 
ooo ‘ers to Iowa and First Nat’! R’k. 
Rock Valley (Siouz). pocccccceseccesccsee W.C. 
'e (Poca Cc 


Vaeiee” CRIMI insccn ccd: cocacossseensee-. 
Wallingford (Emmet)............. Send to Esthervillp 
aterloo* (Blackhawk)............ Hanson & Liffring 
betas ty 1 (Premes) 
‘otter. Refers to German-American Loa 
& Trust Co.'s Bank, Waverly. 
ao L - Refers to State Bank » 
a 
Webster City* ( BER) cwnceccssncess Oh .W 
Preston’ in State and Federal Courts eaves 
~— and litigated business. Refers t». 









KANSAS. 

Abilene* (Dickinson)..........+++++ «+--+ G. W. Huw 
Altamont (Labette) Send to 
Anthony* (Harper) Huston & M 
Arkansas cisy (Cowley) 

> aoe Refers to Farmers’ State 

k of this piace 
C. L. Swarts. Refers to Farmers’ State Bank, 

Atchison* (Atchison) ......... H. M. & W. A. Jackam 
Belleville* (Republic) .............-+.0++- W. T. Dillon 
Beloit* (Mitchell) ..............-e-seeees- A. . Mead 





f Fredonia 
Garden City* (Finney). ................. Milton Brown 
Garnett* (Anderson)........... gengseccces A. J. Smith 
Girard* (Crawford) .............-...+0- -E. W. Arnolé 
Refers to the of Girard. 
ot Conte SRR RR PRE TE TE Send to Seneca 
PD ..cnnccesetesebads John Hartsler 
Refers to Goodland Ci 
Great Bend* (Barton) ..............<-+- J. H. Jennisn 
watha* UD ccocccccccecesspenneess . F. Shale 
Holton* (Jackson). ...........++« ° Hopkins 
Hertom (Brown)... ¢0-220200--cccece MEANS & SMITH 
Refer to First Mational Bank here or any 
bank in Brown County. Notary 





meee b eephes a ge -- © R. a 
gene w pr courts; no 
stenographer ber in off office. Refer to any bank ip 
Leavenworth. 
Lincoln* (Lincolm).......... seccescennsee Geo. D. Abe 
Refers to Saline Valley B’k and Lincein State Bt. 
Sw Cieivcccccccovccccecccevce «+---dones & Jones 
P (REET) -cocccccccccccoseves obn E. Hessin 
—, (Marion) ..........«.«+- = oy & 
of  — ~eannuetetaal aah: peal 
* (MoPherson)............ John D. Millikin 





Nation 
LOHR, m, GARDINER & co, Masonic mite. 
ons an 
Refer to Merchants’ and Goouctt Mat! Bone. 
Sioux Rapids (Buena Vista 


Collec- 


Osborne* (Osborne) ................0+---+: 
Re ses0¢ occeccnovinned M. E. Williams 
Ottawa* (Franklin) ................----- F. A. 
Paola* (Miami)..................+. Sheldon & Sheldon 
— cones Fuller, Randolph — 
* (Russell). ........-.000- J.C 









Refers to First National 
Smith Centre* (Smith).......... sedbewssdoes E. 8S. Rice 
D ccccec cccccevecesdes sees W. B. Ham 
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oa 
f HURON. Prompt attention to mercan- 
eeonce k cE A. ae pt 


* (SUMMNET)...-00--eecee- 
HUTTMANN & HARV: 
Bank of Wichita. 


quant" {Crowley) 
Yates Center* (Woodson) . 


KENTUCKY. 


Dearie thee ton) 
(Pendle 
Franklin)........... cooeese D. 








LOUISVILLE* (J etterson) 
BARNETTS & POSTON, 250 Fifth st. Attorneys for 
ville National Banking Co. and German 





LOUISIANA. 
Alexandria* (Rapides) 


ore 
Baton Rouge 
Clinton* ( 


Refers to Bank of Baton Rouge, La. 
of Clinton, La. 


lew Orleans* (Orleans 
“WuRERT M. ANSLEY, 220 Carondelet st. 
. F. Lewis & Co. os) eg 
ished if 


references furn: 
Mes & JOHN D. NIX, 127 eens st. Refer 
to Louisiana National Diligence and 
satisfactory charges 5. in collections. 


Bhreveport* (Caddo) LEONARD & RANDOLPH 
(A. H. Leonard, E. H. org .) Attorneys for 
Merchants & Farmers’ Bank of Shreveport. -Prac- 
tice in State and Federal courts. 


MAINE. 


a, eign of Probate. & Ludden 


droscoggin) . 
Refer to the National Shee & Leather Bank and 
First National Bank, both of _ 
* (Kennebec) 
(Peno 





) Clarence Seott 

Refers to Eastern Trust & auaneng been | CL —- 
Pittsfield aaa, bel Davis 
Refers to Pittsfield National Bank. 


ry for Sanford National Bank. 


=i 


MARYLAND. 


James R. Brashears 
BALTIMORE (Baltimore) 

MUSGRAVE, BOWLING & HALL, Fidelity Building. 
Commerc kinglaw. We pay special 
attention to collections. Notary in office. 
Members Attorneys’ National Clearing House. 
References: Fidei — & Deposit Co. and Na 
tional Exchan 


Ww. H. iW. RALEIGH, 10 10 Hopk kins Place, Menage 
aA. " Protective t & Collection 

Notary and Commissioner of Hem? in 
Collections a . Robert 

eople’s con 

erchants National Bank, National Exchange 
Bank and Commercial & Farmers’ Bank. 

Gilbert S. Hawkins 

Wm. O. Mitchel 


..Baker Johnson 
& Scott 
Hancock (Washington) . Mason 
Refers to the Hancock Bank. 
Princess Anne* (Somerset) 
Refers to Hansen Bank of Somerset eee and 
Bank of 


John 


. P. Barnes 
“Giiaries E. Fink 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Adams (Berkshire). . 
Amesbury (Essex) .. 
( 


Ash 


ITON* (Suffolk 
MOULTON, LORING & LORING, 31 State st. Refer 
» > Old cane Trust Co. and the Globe Ne 


Augustine h i READ, Attorney at Law, 20 Devon- 
— ‘collections and depositions. 

a f Deeds and No Public 
Counsel for READ'S LEGAL & MERCAN.- 
TILE AGENCY. Refer to Colonial National 
Bank, Oliver ~ oy hy Jordan, Marsh & Co. 


.-AugustineJ. Daly 
..-Edmond A. Evans 
: _— to ey eae 
thampton (Ham 
Fall River (Bristol) 
—— and Commercial Law. Attorneys for a3 
casset National Bank, National Union Bank, Fall] 
River Savings Bank and Citizens’ Savings Bank 


and other 
Charles H. Bleed 
bert W 


Fitoh 
Foxboro ( . 
Refers to Wm. B. Crocker, Pres't Foxboro Sav. B’k. 


‘ 
orth Adams Satan 
BEER & DOWLIN, Commercial law and collections. 
Refer to Adams National Bank. 
CLARENCE. P. Ni on 4 Refers to 5 — “ag Na 
tional Bank and Hoosac Savings Ban 





Send 
PATRICK KILROY aa Refers to Pynchon 


National Bank and Besse, ter & Co. 
D. E. WEBSTER, 431 Main st. to First Na- 


fer to any National bank in Worcester. 
MICHIGAN. 


ercial and eorporation 
tention given to collections thro 
ty, Coloma, W atervleit, Eau Claire, 
Stevensville and Bridgman. References, 
& Merchants’ Bank of Benton Harbor. 


Calumet (Houghton) 
W. A. Bateman. Refers to First National Bank 
of Calumet. 


— & GALBRAITH. General law practice. 
— receive  eomet attention. Notary 


office. References: First 
National Bank, 


snd Merchants & Miners’ 
Calumet and State Savings Bank, Laurium. 


WILLIAM (ey Tanuary, 12 Telegraph Block 
ber Commercial Law League eof America. “=. 


SmpoLTWooD ‘& Bo & BOLTWOOD, Rooms 601-607 Michi- 
Co. Bldg. Commercial 
to ‘ola National 


TAGGART & DENISON, 1011-1015 Michigan Trust Co. 
com- 
— * law aod eollections. Refer to Grand 
Rapids National Bank. 
Hancock (Houghton) 
Harbor Beach (Huron) 


Oceana) 
Hartford (Van Buren). A. H. Tuttle. 
Houghton » (Hough = goa and Pow & Rice 
( ton) 18) 
Hudson (Lenawee) 7B B. McKibben 
Refers ms oom ng State Savings Bank and Thompsen 


to 
and The Wyckhoff Harv. = of Jamestu 
Take Odessa 
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g, Coloma, W atervieit, Eau Berrien 8 ge, 
ie and ces Farmers 
a Bank of Benton Harbor. 
Refers to the {int Nate nal Bank 
Sparta (Kent 


Pe | 


Albert Lea* (Freeborn) 
SOUTHERN MINNESOTA COLLECTION AGENCY. 
References: Bradstreet; any bank. Notary and 
attorney ia office. ‘Travelling collectors to give 
— attention to claims anywhere in the 









THWEST. 
SND. cacnndcscccdsctus 

Amboy (Blue Earth).................... J. F. Smith 
Austin* (Mower)..................... D. Baird 
Brainerd* (Crew Wing)..............-- . A. Fleming 
Breckenridge* (Wilkin). . .- Bverdell & Everdell 

Refer to First National Bank 
GOanby (Yellow Medicine)........... Geo. Fitssimmons 
DULUTH? (St. Louis) 

RICHARDS & CRANDALL, 514 i. Genbe of Com- 

merce Bl Collections and commercial 


usi- 
ness. Hig rest grade references furnished on 
aa. 
RICHARDSON & DAY. Commercial and wananee 
Refer to Rag ban 


collections a » —o 
Duluth, and St. Paul National Bank, St. Paul. 
Wairmont* (Martin)....... .........-. De Forest Ward 
Reters to the Martin County Bank. 
Dic tenaed cenocdonsiumenteh L. A. Mott 
Falls* (Otter Tail) ........ Chauncey L. Baxter 
‘ers to Fergus Palle and First National Banks. 
Walda (Murray) ..........cccccccceccccccce M. E. Foley 
‘Glencee* (McLeod)...................-.--- F. 
ee 
Lake Benton* (Lincoln). .............- John McKenzie 
Wakefield (Jackson)..................- H. G. Latourell 
Refers to Citizens’ State Bank of Lakefield. 
Little Falls* (Morrison)....... Lindbergh : a ren 
Long Prairie* (Todd).................. J.D. Van Dyke 
Mankato* (Blue Earth).................. $. B. WILSON 
_ law and collections promptly attended 
to. Refers 4 ae National k and National 
Citizens’ Ban 
i cinta didbictmewel Seward & Burchard 
Refer to Lyon County National Bank and First 
National va of Marshall. > 


Minneapolis” ( ) 

FIFIELD, FLETC ER & FIFIELD, 920-930 Lumber 
Exchange. Commercial, corporation and real 
estate law, s ties. Refer to Flour City 
National Bank or any bank or jobbing house 


in Minneapolis 
eo" (Chippewa) pecceceseccs Lynder A. Smith 
Moorhead* (Clay)................ J my Witherow 
General law practice and collections. Refers to 


Moorhead National Bank and Bradstreets. 


SE CEOD, o.oo. ccncccansquccad 8. G. L. Roberts 
(Goodhue)........-.....- Boynton & Stevens 
"Bochester™ (Olmsted). ........... Cc han & Gran 
®aint Cloud* (Stearns)................ aylor & Jenks 
Refer to the First National Bank of St. Cloud. 
Saint James (Watonwan)............ W.S. Hammond 


SAINT PAUL* (Ramsey) 
S$. P. CROSBY, 10-811 Globe Building. 


Saint Peter* (Nicollet).................... A.A. 
Stiliwater* (Washington) ............ 8. Blair McBeath 
“I'wo Harbors* (Lake) ................. ...-.Jo0hn Dwan 
‘Winona* (Winona).................... Webber & Lees 
Attorneys for Merchants’ Bank of Winona. 
‘Zumbrota (Goodhue)..................-- J. H. Farwell 
MISSISSIPPI. 
-Aberdeen” (Monroe)......................- G. C. Paine 
Bay St. Leste” (Hancock). Bowers, Cay & McDonald 
Brookhaven* (Lineoln) ............ ill R. Easterling 
Refers to Commercial Bank of Brookhaven 
EE NR " 
Clarkedale* (Coahoma) ............... John W. Cutrer 
Cleveland‘ (Bolivar) .........-.... Julius A. Robinson 
Refers to Citizens’ Bank, Greenville, and Planters’ 
Bank, Clarksdale, Miss. 
Greenville* (Washington) vy rs as. M. Cashin 
Refers to Merchants & Planters’ —— 
Greenwood* (Leflore) ..........--. Coleman & McClurg 
ee eee Send to new Ci 
}  icsinwin vnkiconndandin . Ww. 
Holly Spring* (Marshall)................... R. F. Fant 





wee were wnnewee 


McComb City (Pike)...... .. 
Refer to The Citizens’ Bank. 
* (Landerdale - 





Resatale’ Beever -.68 -CHARLES SCOTT & E. H. WOODS 
Hanover National 





ow ¥ and 
cg 


Altom’ (Oregon) ...... -cccccccccceccenes \ 
Birch Tree (Shannon) ................ Send to Winona 
Bloomfield* (Stoddard) .......... .....- E. J. Williams 


Refers to the Bloomfield —_ 


Marion) . H. Fisher 
Refers to First Nat'l and Naha oot Rs Banks 






Harrisonville* (Cass) ............-... Jerry Culbertson 
Hayti (Pemiscot) .............cc00..---5- . E. Dancan 
Huntsville* ey eneeen veaned John N. Hamilton 
Refers to The J. M. Hammett Banking Co. of 
independ ae J ) Jno. N. Southern 
ience* (Jackson .-.Jdno, N. 
Jefterson City* (Cole)...........---+---. R. W. Morrow 
EE Sn iinoscacecsnceseseconcesaile W. Reese 
KANSAS CITY* (Jackson) ...... Abbott & Pickard 
Kingston* (Caldwell) ................... Wm. McAfee 
fers to eaten Savings Bank. 


Maysville* (DeKalb)...... eseadas Robt. A. Hewitt, 
Memphis* (Scotland) ....-..... Smoot, Mudd & Wager 
Mexico* (Andrain)...............-...-- Frank R. 

oberly* ieepunesncdandl Forrest G. Ferris 
Neosho* (Newton) ............---+00+-<+ Geo. Hubbert 
Mevada® (Vernom) .....---ccccccococeccss A. 3, SMITH 

Refers to the First National Bank. 

sage” ~ (Wright) inhdatanensecnabat auiall H. H. Ba'l 


L. Pope & Co. 
Clair 








Osceola* ise. ewe H. Danie) 
Platte City* (Plavte)-. --..N. P. Anderson 
Poplar Biuff* Butler). ..-J. Perry Johnson 

Refers to k of Poplar Bluff. 
Princeton* (Mercer) ............-+.+++-++-- J.B. Evans 
BE EP GEE « ceactccenessces se Geo. P. Huckeby 
St. Joseph* (Buchanan).....Stauber, Crandall & Strop 
8T. LOUIS. 

F. H. ee “a Security Building. 
Savannah* (Andrew).............. “tepaeens & Williams 

Refer to he eeeaaaial io 

ph Smeg 
Springtied (a ) ‘MOORE & “saemeaames | Bonet 
(Greene) . ..... 
Room 16, Baker Block. 
CS MEDD .cccccveccesesoce .-B. F. Clark 
Besttek* (OCR). .2c.ccccccesccccossece Ira E. Barber 
Sturgeon (Boone)..........+-+e0+0+--eeneee T. 8. Carter 
ame (QEORER) .. occneccccegseces -seccees 8S. M. Meeks 
ll legal business promptly attended to. 
Trenten (GrERdy) ccoccccccccccccesccce > W.E. Clark 
FE Ce re cessvecescocpencig ses Stuart L. Penn 
fers to People’s Bank of Troy. 

Unionville” —e- «-+----.--. Beverly H. Bonfoey 
Versailles* (Morgan)...........- Henry M. Washburn 
Warrensburg” (Johnson)........... . .8. J. Caudle 
Webb City (Jasper) ..........-..+-- Witticn « Devore 
Winona (Shannon) ..................-++--- J. H. Davis 


Refers to J. H. Berkshire, Gen'l Mgr. of Ozark 
Land & Lumber Co. 


MONTANA. 
* (Yellowstone) .............2--¢ James R. Goss 
Boulder ones ES aa Thomas ‘I Lyon 
Bozeman* yy bond cacedecsdasodcceces J. L. Staats 


Butte* ‘ailve 

WELLCOME &  ROOTE. Ete to W. A. Clark & 
Brother, kers ; J. Connell Mercantile 
Co. and Montana iadednes Co. g _—— 





Missoula) . 
White Sulpbur Springs* (Meagher) .......... P. Black 


NEBRASKA. 


Aisworth* (Brown).............-. A.W. 
Auburn* (Nemaha)............... John Reset Bocoees 
Hamilton) .............- -John A. be 
A. L. Bushop 
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ptapéoeiaesselbedniedae P. Vow 
eaaperpnpttteranteshes Send to Schayle 


* (Lancaster) 
BROADY x PETTIS. Sema’ bw law oat at atte 


Refers to Colum 
F. Hwa WOODS & L. Ee WINSLOW. 2 
real estate law. anywhere in Ne 
braska cease given prompt personal attention. 
Depositions carefully taka 
Refer to the First, American Exchange ai 
Columbia National Banks. 
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) F 
CRE CIE: H. W. SHORT 


Public and Collector. Twenty 
in the courts of Nebrak 
banks of Nelson. 





= A a 


Oakdale* (Antelope) .... 
Octavia Butler)......... 


maha* 

A. s. CH RCHILL, ( ex-Attorney General of Ne 
braska) Suite bis oN. Y. Life Bldg. Refers» 
any bank in Omaha. 

O'Neill* (at.. sdeedeerenesseccessensntie — & Hal 


Ord* (Valley) >. H. E. OLESOH 


Refers to Fremont Nationa] Bank at Fremont, ai 
First National Bank at Ord. 





) = Schuyle 

Rushville’ (Sheridan)............----- J. H. Edman 

Refers to E —=¢ Bank, Rushville, and Mare 
rick Bank, an 














. Skies 
Suttot 
Wahoo’ (Sannders TINIE FP Good & Slam 
Refer to First Nat’) and SaundersCo Nat’! Basks 
Waketield (Dixon “y Ceccececcooscesoueceese O. E. Marts 
WVayne* (Wayne). ........c0ee.e--e0e- F. M. Northry 
win =, lh Cuming) eececcscesocnseees yo 
er Pocccccconcccesccoecccsss v 
York’ (York). Sahn dadesicensiGeaanen Geo. W. Benit 
NEVADA. 
Austin* _pantani eeseeecscccceseses Walter C. Gori 
mh A reneplanennnenenneneenny 
Virginia City* (Story)... ...-ccccees-e-- Geo. D. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Andover (Merrimack)................+-- Geo. W. Butt 
Bristol (Grafton)..............-..0+ Dearborn & Chait 
Colebrook* (Coos) ........+....-..0s00+- T. F. John 
Joncord* (Merrimack)...............---- Ww. ne 
Dover* (Straftord) ..... 

Franklin (errimeck) : a 

= 





eee eeeeeeeee 
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oneee dS Owott 


Atiantlo City” (Atlantic) 
C) (Hudson) 


Henry I. Budd, Jr 
Jee M. E. Hildreth 
¥ (Union 

RICHARD F. HENRY, 10® Broad street 
CHARLES A. TRIMBLE, 56 & 57 Dix Bldg. Refer- 
: Hon. Foster M. Voorhees, Governor of 
.J.; Hon, Chas N. Fowler, Con sman ; 
a2 ay ns’ Bank and Firect Nat'l Bank, Elizabeth. 


auaar pHa 
Refers to Central 


.-Send to Jersey = 
Alonzo W. 


I Cee Hudson) 
wr WARR N DIXON, 259 Washington st. Practice in 
all courta. Collections receivemy prompt per- 
sonal attention. Remittances made same day 
money is received Correspondence invited. 
References: Hudson aye 9 National Bank 
and Commercial ae 4 of New wr 
fers 


— es 7. 
oy ed atm ..J erseyCity. 

DENNIS fi nan, t Mont ery st. Commissioner 
for State of New York. Every facility for 
successful handling of collections. Reference: 
Hudson County National Bank. 

DOUGLAS D. T. STORY, 66 & 68 Montgomery st. 
C llections ap 3! made throughout the 
State. Solicitor and Master in Chaucery. Re- 
fers to Hudson County National Bank. 

Lambertville (Hunterdon) Walter F. Hayhurst 
Branch (Monmouth) 
homas P. Fay Counselor at Law. 
FREDERICK PARKER, Counselor at Law, 12 west 
ain st., Freehold, N.J.; 215 Broadway, 
Branch, N.J. Notary Public. Comm an 
of Deeds for New York and Pennsylvania. 
Manasquan (Monmouth) 
Matawan (Monmouth) 
Morristown" ( Morris) 
Mount Holly~ (Burlington). ...... 
Newark* (Fesex) 

JOHN J. HOPPIN. £00 Bruad s. Fully equipped 
collection depa tment under my personal sup- 
ervision. References: American Sur: ty ce, 
Newark : Frank Adams, Cashier Essex County 
National Bank. 

WALTER P. LINOSLEY Lawyers'Bidg All collec- 
tions made promptly and carefully repo 
Correspondence oe fereuces: Mer. 
chants Nat! Bank. D. H. Dunham, President 
Farmers’ Ins Co. and Judge Frederic Adams. 

New Branswick* ( Middlesex) 
oe to National Bank of New Jersey ‘and Peo 


nk. 
Albert A. Howell 


Ocean City (Cape May) P 
WILLIAM wget’ LORD 
” Coll ctions » ade under my 
Refers to Creams Nat'l B’k 
Tm. W. Scott 


(Easex) 
National Banik Bldg. 
personal supervision. 
(Passaic) 
* (Passaic) : 
Plainfield (Union) . betes ocala Hee Runyon 
y+ NR RRRE RR cape 2 Dennis 
Rahway (Union) . Leslie so 
Red Bank (Monmouth)... ... 2) Applegate & 
Ratherford (Bergen) a 
Refers to Chas. Burrows, eashier People’s Bank & 
. and Cook Conkling of Saaien, 
* (Somerset) ames L. Griggs 
Refers to First National Bank of gomervilie 
mton* (Mercer) 
Samuel Walker, Jr., 105 E. State st. 
Woodbridge (Middlesex) N 
Woodbury’ (Gloucester) 


NBW YORK. 


Fred. B 
et penne ie 
wyer), 79 
First National k, Wi 
; Bk ‘and National Sav'gs B’k of Alben. 
) Sullivan & Barke 
Auburn* (Ca 


Loui 
Refers paaal Bank of Aner. 
Babylon An). gators ..8 


(Monroe) 
Brocton (Chautauqua) 
Refers to Fredunia National Bank, Fredonia, 
* (Kings) See New York ‘ity 
LIAM L. CAREY, 215 Montague st. Collections 
receive my prumpt persona! supervision. Cor- 
respondence invited Notary in office. Refer- 
ence on application. 


Buffalo* (Ene) 
CHARLES R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 53 & 54 
White Bldg, also 309 Broadway, New York City. 


conscien 
all kinds of legal business, including 
and depositions. o— to City National Bank 


and German 
CLINTON & CLARK, 1012 Guaranty Bldg. Refer to 
Marine Bank of Buffalo 
LEONARD VAN BENTHUYSEN, 807 Mor ney- Brisbane 
Bid 5 attention given to ——— 
mercantile and cor 
N Bank of B 
Cambridge pt ere a £liot B. Norton 
Canajoharie (Montgomery). ...C. W. & J. C. WHEELER 
A Co law practice. Refer to National Spraker 
Bank and Canajoharie National Bank. 
Uanandaigua* (Ontario) ....... -Henry M. Field 
a to aa & Co., bankers. 
.--+--F rank T. Evans 
(Geeene) Olnes & Olney 
Refer to Catekill Nat'l and Tanners’ — 1 Banke. 
Charlette (Monroe) 
Chatham (Columbia) 
C. E. Barrett. Refers to State B’k, Chatham,N.Y 
wa ma & a Refer to State Bank, Chat 


ration law. Refers to 


Cortland” (Cortland) . 

eae litigation ‘and collections a s 
Dansville (Livingston) ......... .B. G. Fose 
Dunkirk (Chautauqua) “Stearns, Warner & Cummings 
Elmira* (Chemung) Robert T. Turner 
eine eee eenescoseveoones .Send to Rochester 
Flus SE cpancccceccone Send to Whitestone 
Fort Plain (Montgomery) Send to Canajoharie 
Fulton (Oswego) ........-....--. Frederick — 
Geneva (Ontario) 


H ( 
Islip (Suffolk) Ge orge W. Weeks, Jr 
Refera to South Side Bank, Bayshore, N.Y. 


Fowler & Weeks 


Bank 
) FAYETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to eaeraere 8 and the Johnstown Bank. 
Keeseville (Essex).. one ..N. T. Hewitt 
ton* (Ulster) 

EWCOMB & METZGER. A general law practice 
. in State and Federal courts. Corporation, in- 
surance and commercial law, specialties. Col- 

lections promptly made. 
oshua Gaskil’ 


Lockport* (N J 

Malone* ( Frederick G. Paddock 

Siaentnen ( .. Henry E. Wilson 
Refers. to the First National Bank 

Massena (St. Lawrence) 

Middletown 


( 
Mount Vernon (Westchester) . ‘Ostrander & “Sanka 
New (Oran, ......J0nathan 
New elle ( ‘John F. Lambe 
NEW a «(New York) 
ROUGH OF MANHATTAN. 
Gantz” NEIER & McKENNELL, 52 Broadway. Mt. 
Vernon office, Lucas Bldg Commercial and 
corporation law, adjustments of stock transac- 
tions a specialty. Practice »n all State and 
Federal courts v Greater New York. New 
Jersey counsel in connection. Depositions 
taken. (See display card.) 
ABRAHAM GOLDFA B "8 Nassau st. Practice in 
all courts. Collections and commercial law a 
speci Surrogate practice. References: 
CpSeutal Bank, Sew York ; M. Phillips & Son, 
Mfrs, 24 White at. (See other references in 


display card.) 

WILtiaAM é. GOWDEY, 13-21 Park Row (Park Row 
Bldg). Collections and general law practice. 
Reference: Bradstreet s. 

PERCY L. KLOCK, 149 Broadway. Collections, com- 
mercial law and adjustments a Langs, Cor- 
respondence invited. References 
Park Baok, Edward Swith & Co., Flower & Co. 
ant R. A. Lancast r & Sons, of New York City. 

er McWILLIAMS, 31 Nassau st. Commercial 
and co ion law and collections. Refer- 
ences: Mercantile National Bank, National 





Union Bank percents National Bank and 


New York 
POWELL BCADY CADY (On 


General law and asians coupre! 
boas, _ P. A.G R COLLECTION cO., 76 & 78 Park 
Coll made throughont the U. 8. 
me re by a carefully selected list of com- 
petent attorneys. We are forwa’ders as well 
as receivers. Correspondence solicited. Ref- 
erences: Siegel. Cooper & Co., Benkers. N.Y. 
& Chic. (For other references see display card.) 


BOROUGH OF BROOKLYN. 
POWELL & CADY, 67 St. James Place. 
Jocccccccece 

Nyack {ltocland) 


Sau, 
fers to Chas. B. Coxe, gorse Saugerties 
and First National Bank 


writers Ins. Co. and refers to any bank or business 
man in Greensboro. 


High Point (Guilford) 
Refer to National Bank of 


Lerington* _............Waee & Walser 
Maxton (Robesen B. F. McLean 


Ral (Wake 
"6 ANDR 
Ocitineas’ Nai 


Sou 
JNO. 
Ral 





Manhattan Railway Co 
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SOOO Cee Meee were aescees 


OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 
Settee atmhen ail Bea cecccs coccccccsccele He LOO 
soon Se tne | Ba an Be | aca Ba He 
Epidhaneek uses Jones & Patterson a Aiba ag ~s+ seeees Le A. Carabin Liberal Kan. 

































Towner* (McHenry) ee ie . -Geo. w. Poague 
Valley City* (Barnes)........_. -MARTIN E. REMMEN 
Refers to First Natio d busin 

house ~ Valley City re — 
































<p SE REET in 
Cando* (Towner) Dihontrweiinanns ictal Frank D. Davis ( Viewwnesccenecencsceewacccess See Elyria 
‘owner County Bank of Cando. Greenville* (Darke)............ Geo. A. berger 
Devil's Lake* (Ramsey) evcinncbisenaiel E. A. MAGLONE Refers to Farmers’ National Bank, Second National 
Refers it National Bank of Devil's Lake. Bank and Greenville Bank Co. 
Dickinson" Fy itciisaai sane , 





Hote eee nmee wenn eeeees 
POOR ete wee en eeeees 

















































* 


(Stark) 
MILLER & POMERENE, Central Savin, Bank B 
er to any bank in the city. ” ~ 
Carey (Wyandot) 
Oarrollton* (Carroll 





wees 
Pere reeeeseenace « 









yde 
CINCINNATI’ (Hamilton) 
CHARLES F. WILLIAMS, Masonic Temple. Probate 
and general commercial law. Collection de- 
partment. Depositions. Carbon copy without 


























extra charge. References: an bank in city. 

Long Distance *Phone 1749. , or 

Oireleville” (Pickaway).............._. H. A. Weldon 

JOHN 0. naar pt Blackstone Block. Refers to 

Clyde (Sandusky)............... TRS M.W. HUNT 

ers to People’s Banking Co. and Firs Nat'l B’k. 
COLUMBUS: ( ) 











Franklin 
F. F. D. ALBERY, Room 40, Board of Trade. At 
torney for Commercial National Bank and See 
Investment Bankers. 

















her and No} for depositions. Refers to 
Sh National Bank 4 Ban 


, Commercial Nat’l Bank, 
any Judge or wholesale house in Columbus. 
































eee eeees eeeeee as 


of Rav: 
I ici vis sccsdinccacccs W. D. Young 
Roseville (Muskingum)............ John W. Williams 
Refers to Wilham and L. 8. Keldow. 










Toledo* (Lucas) 
on Commarctal Law ned eases mee Bicak 
Ww an ec as , 
Refer to any bank in this city. References 
will be furnished in all cities on application. 
Depositions taken in office. 
CHARLES RUSSELL CLAPP, Drummond Block 
ractice in courts. Commercial, corpora. 
tion, probate, real estate, —- and insur- 
ance laws, ocnesialty. Refers to Merchants & 
Clerks’ Bank and Ohio Savings B’k & Trust Co. 
Toronto (Jefterson)....................... 8. B. — 
erteheville aby” (Wyeieti ncocede Send to Dent 
Sandusky* yandot).......... 
Trbana" (Cham; ) G. 


Warren* (Trumbull) 








Columbus Grove POR iiss cvincsncsnicis: 8. Sanders 

IUD iin ciisesen..:ccasaceice T. M. Potter 

Soyington RR eNtS H. Marlin 

Cay: Falls (Summit).......... Chas. H. Howland 

Daywn* ( Prtndsestnmeasenes J. E. CARSON 
4g bate, ir d la Stee 

pro! an ws a 

ialty. Refers to Winters National Bank. 





TR Suaksns bannns abdul T. P. Johnston 
Refers to Rebbins Bros. & Co., jewelers. 
it* (Sandusky) 


M ( Détone 
Newkirk* ) 
Norman* ( 


TOPO eRe meee eee eeeeee 


eee eee eee ee ee ee eet 


Brown. Refer to Bank of Mulhall, Uk. 
Ter., and People’s Bank. Blockton, lowe 
( 





(Washington)... Thos. 
McMinn Ree Bil... . 


( 

PIPES & TIFFT. in United States and 
Courts. Comm of deeds. Com. 
mercial business given Gpecial eteention. Refer 

to Chase National i 
Bank & Trust Co., and 
Francisco Bank (Ltd.), Po y 
CHARLES J. SCHNABEL, 515 Chamber of Com. 
merce Building. Commercial, corporation and 
mining laws. 


Salem* ( sseeses+---eecee+--J0bn W. Reynolds 
Refers to Ladd & Bush, Bankers, and Capital Na- 
tional Bank. 


The rey (Wasco) ..... Mays, Hun & Wiles 










PENNSYLVANIA. 

Allegheny* oe & Moore 

7 JAS. = HAA HY, Dist. Attorney for Lehigh county 

‘Refers to Allentown or Second National Banke 

4. 3 LEISENRING. Solicitor for First Nationa 
Bank of Altoona. 


HOO eee eee eee st eeeeee 


Bank of Dushore Pe 
‘a. 
Bethlehem (Northam )...8end to South Bethlehew 
Bloomsburg* — Seadbodedad Charles G 

Se isidsacoss<<bécnbedancts 
sradierd (McK sn OR Pagans ae 

Ww 


ir 
Cleartield).............. & Patton 
Conde ee edsocecseeeesoenae Wm A. Hog 
Danville* (Montour)....-...-.--777"" Wm. aan 
Easton* (Ni: ).-..--W. S. & M. KIRKPA 
Wn. 8. Kirk ick, Ex-Attorney-General ; Mor- 
oe Kirkpatrick, U. 8. Commissioner), 8. W. Cor. 
Centro Square. 





HARGRA' 
H. L. Keck 


8 in) 
“WE Ra tors cap hae 


tional Bank. 
H. L. , 7 North 84 st. 
Welfe & Bailay., Refer to Harrisburg Nat’! Bank. 





Wm. G. Baldwin 

Washington C. H.* (Fayette)........ George W. Allen 

w mo woh Toney Bank at this —_ 
averly* DD Site cpuene dannded Charles = 

Wellston (Jackson) ...................... A. E. Jacobs 


Refers to First National Bank of Weilaton. 
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* (Hantingdon)...... «+++-Horace B. Dunn 
Johnstown Cambria) 

W. W. ATKINSON. Commercial law and collections 
distinctively. 


Ci (Washin, Decos 
ee ~ pg Ai aston) * tank 
de -— Ay 

iets Cemel (ertamnberians). - 
Mount Pleasant ( W eemoreland) 
as Luserne) . e 

+ to Fas Seed et. 
dar Ge 


cccceccccccons a. K. GREGORY 
Deters to the Firet. ational Bank. 


JOSEPH A. REED, Suite 1111-1114 Stephen Girard 
Bldg, "21 South Twelfth st. General practice, 
0) and law, and collec- 


commercial 
pecialties. Refers to Union Trust Co., 


WAGNER * CRAWFORD, 15 and 17 South Third st. 
iadelphia and thr to claims of all kinds 
Agee United 


Pap st ag ners w. Zeigler 
to the First gg Bank. 


Chantler, Patten Metile Ce , 


Pitteton oe Sak cmadinne ceanoaimmaiies F.C. Mosier 
ey = ath og (Sch 


ReysGldsville (Jefferson)...... ...... G. M 
eR _ ational Bank and Heynelaevile 
ware Co. 


FRANK . BOYLE, me Refers to bank 
arr an 
holesale house in the city. - 


Wilkesbarre* 
FELIX aNGART, 1s 8. Franklin st. Commercial 


law and 
tag = A H. a Welles. au Raiiies. Refers 
cond 2 Neriomal Bank Anthracite Bav- 
woah aa MOORE. hf i fe First National a 
Pe ny Bank. 


CHARLESTON* (Charleston) .. William Mosley Fitch 
Chester‘ (Chester) . -Ashbel G. Brice 


o. to Commercial Bank of Chester, and to 
Columbia* ( 


Refer to 
—e 
of 


Lean & Exchange Bank 0 of 8 South Carclinn 
(Cherokee) WALLACE & OTTS 
a Woods, banker, and National Bank 


. Morrow 

) ALBERT R. — 

— 1888.) States Attorney of Denel Coun’ 
law practice. Foreclosures and 
collections a specialty. Notary and stenographer 
in office. 

Custer* (Custer) 
Refers to Custer County Bank. 
Deadwood* (Lawrence) ................ Rice 


'ALLS* (Minnehaha) 
BAILEY & ky A Attorneys for Sioux Falls 
National Bank, R. G. Dun & Co., Dlinois Cen- 
tral Railroad Co. and Western Union Tele- 

Co. 

oavis Lyon & GATES. Aemeee for State B’k'g 
& Trust Co. and Sioux Falls Water Co. Refer- 
ces: Any bank or business house in the city. 
Barrington & Lane 


EB. W. Taylor 
& Merchants’ in and Secur- 


P ccccccccccccccecccces J. J. eipeeeee 





Centreville’ 
Refer to 
Charlotte 


soecece+s o«-Clagett & Flowers 
National Bank ef Centreville. 
eeccccccescscecceessss We Ls. Cook 


= ~~ 
Bldg. Practice 


fg FBR, FO 


FRANK P. cecrse. 
Trust Co. ¥ 4 


Co. Heferw any bank or merchant in 
ern hy General practice and corporation 


> Seana. 


(Gibson)....................Wi 
Refer to Gibson ty Bank or any other bank 
in the county. 
Watertown (Wilson).....................- J.B. Smith 
to the Bank of Watertown. 
Waverly* (Huaphrevs).............. ---J3. F. Shannen 





) 
‘to Thorp 
a saneaiinininnet sich dintinto nme J. L. Young 
National Bank of Cooper. 


a poy eas 
Templeton, bankers, ef Corsicana. 
T. W. LOVETT. Refers to City National Bank of 
a aes & Leather 
of Boston, Mass. Bartlett & Co., 
pelineen HA; ; Gilbert Eiliott Law Co., New 
Ww. Moise & Co. of St. Louis, Mo. 
Crowley 
paUBAKER & 
BA & RHEA, References: National Bank of 
EDWIN 0. Ly ohy > glee Refers to the 
Saami 


a on. 
Denton* (Denton) oo <2 Alvin C. Owsley 





Refers to Exchange National Bank of Denton. 
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=e oo mepdesenned 
eet ye , Rasme 8 4 90 Bowel Bite. 


tt —~ my of the of Texas 
be ss any part 


orks 
* (Harms) 
—. ‘WATKINS & pou, = aoe, Bldg. Refer to 
Texas National Houston. 
mt... a bape SMITH. Gone for Houston Na- 
tional Bank. A law _—- includ- 
ing commercial collections. and steno- 


gra her in office. New York pos evn Mer- 
ie National Bank and Hard & Rand. St. 
references: Levis-Zukoski Mercantile Co. 


Joshua (Johnson) .................... Send to Cleburne 
La Grange* (Fayette) piceeaniotigdipeeeniie . E. ert 

Gene eutdine ootieatncad Send to Columbia 
McKinney“ PED cane cscnnes_sepeseas H. Garnett 
Sees tae rsa my 

6 (Mon Pcccccccecccccceses to 

Paris* Se eenehesstabteeGpihbadell Hale & Hale 
Plano ( Ee Send - we 








Send to Cleburne 
Waco* (McLennan)......... .......-..-- H. P. JORDAN 
ruptey la Practice in ail the courts, 

rw Ww, 8) ice e 
and F > we t-. for pap Ad- 


ie Mercan’ Snow. 
Attorneys’ & rr 
ys’ 
tion, al Lerwvere, Aster: Agency igo 


Waxahachic* (Ellis).................. 
Weatherford* oe pevecenasuattiigins aa R. 
Wichita Falle* (Wichita)........... J. H. Barwise, Jr 
Woife City (Hunt) ............-.... Send to 
‘Woodville* (Tyler).................0.-++ J. A. Mooney 
UTAH 
Brigham* (Box Elder) .................- J. M. Coombe 
i CD. ocnccccces esewsccessscose J.C. Walters 
Poorer tah). ae Lacaoantal King, & 
Richfield (Sevier) .......--.-------+--s-+ J 
Commercial law and collections 
Salt Lake* (Salt Lake) 
BOOTH, LEE & GRAY, 5th floor Arerbach Bleck. 
SHEPARD & SHEPARD, Suite 120-123 Commercial 
Block. Commercial, and mining 
law, alties. Refers to Commercial Na- 
tional k of this city. References furnished 
at any point where required. 
VERMONT. 
(Grand Isle) .............. Send to St. Albana 
Barre (Washington) ...............-... F. $. aa 
Refers to any bank or business man in > ci 
Barton (Orleans) ..........-. .--. ....+- F.W 
Refers to Barton Savings Bank. 
Bellows Ree | A. Bolles 
Brandon (Rutland) .................- ward 8S. Marsh 
Brattleboro (Windham)............ ....- k Stowe 


Fran 
Refers to Vermont National Bank of Brattleboro. 
Burlington* (Chittenden) 
CLARK C. BRIGGS, Briggs Block. 


Cambridge (Lamoille).............. Send to Hyde Park 
East Fairfield (Franklin) .......... Send te St. Albans 
Enos h (Frank}in) ...... oatacsh 

Fairfax ) 











Se eee mete eeceeenes 


Pee errr Cerri rg 


Hot Springs | (Rath). «.. Teradeticalh J. T. MeAllister 
Houston* (Halifax)................. James H. Gutarie 
Refers to = - Halifax at this place. 


lacmers —- W.E. 
x National Bank of ta 
Lexington” (Rock ey od Be meg D. +, kasehes 
Suc. to Letcher & er. State and 
via courts. , Gemeetione guna ~a ah attention. 


AME ese oof EDMUNDS, Lega = law and collec 
b ow. Refers 
to Comm Bank and People's wh— 


DEE € Ei connne annqncbcehescconsen 
Manassas* Masneeer’ Cheinet William) ........ L. A. Larkin, Jr. 






Manchester* a meneee yy 
Matbews* ( rae: John B. Donovan 
Refers to Merchants’ Nat'l Bank of Richmond, Va. 
Ni News* (Warwick)...... netoaee G. Bickford 
N * (Nerfolk) 
A. B. SELDNER, 230 Main st. Commercial, colleo 
a robate law. Litigation. Refers to any 
Eetenbens eerie -- Davis & McIlvaine 
Portamouth* (Norfolk) ................... J. ¥. Crocker 
Ps al. errr 0. C. Brewer 


mates t Pulssht Lean & Trent Cs. 


* (Henrico) 
ahi iy & _—~y 1102 E. Main st., P. O. 
sel for A: American National 
— ‘Guna —+ in State and Federal 
courts. Make a specialty of COMMERCIAL, 
ay and INSURANCE law. Refer to 


in Richmond. 
w. rad SKELTON, “C Chamber of Commerce 
and commercial law. Refers 
3 Exchange Bank andJ. L. Williame & 
Roanoke (Roanoke)............ -& jae ee he meted 
National 


Roanoke) 
Bofors to First National and tile Trus' rs 
oke, ercantile t 
Baltimore. 


) ewennecnceeess+--d- 





Sea ON G @. GRAY, 408-9 Mutual Life Bldg. Commer- 
cial, probate and mining law, 
specialties. Keferences: Dexter Horton & Co. 
Seattle; Kountze Bros., bankers, Arnold, Con- 
stable & Co., and Tefft, Well ier & Co., 
York; McCornick & Co., bankers, and Nat'l 
Bank of the — Salt Lake, Utah. 

M.D. op nel 412 Pioneer Block. Refers to First 
Nat'l Bank, Seattle Nat'l Bank and any bank 
in Butte Mont.; Western Union Tele. 6. 


a ml 
South Bend‘ (Pacific . Hew 
Reter to South Bead Basking Go. andJ. H Dalton, 
County Anditor 


DANSON & WUNEKE, 606 to 611 Hyde Block. Cem- 
real estate and probate law. Collections. 


Counsel of Great Northern Ry. and 
site ane and Northern Ry. 
fers to Hoadley, Lauterbach & 


pecial éepetiiien foetittien. 





ALLYN & ALLYN, (Fran Frank Pm iy Frank ak Alva, Jr. 
821 Fidel Fran London & Sen 
otenal and Gusts Sehaen ae 
Walla Walla* (Walla Walla)................ W. Clark 





WEST VIRGINIA. 








Peer Pere rr 














Maveetiion (Grant) ...... 
Mon +4 Fayette 


Moundevillle* 7 doe a fuinoe 64 


New 






(Wetzel) 
Barrick. Refers to the Natiog 
1 wine Coie 
_ © New Martinavill Ringvile Baa, Semee HU Hill, Men. 
reg Po Irv 


‘ari Chltner, % 
_ oer BX Morgan, -Higgins, M 


TON F. NF HUTCHINSON. Refers to First Natio 
Bank. Attorneys for Balto. & Ohio R.R. 
Balto. Oe ee R. Co., Marti. 
ae Sees 


lection Coy N., 


Notary and stenographer 
oo =e & SMITH. Refer ~ Parkers Me 
onal, First National and Becond Nat 


Martinsville* 
Charles W. 








Wheaten) RVIN. Special attention 
gis under the lee fet 
commercial and = 
Williamson* (Mingo) ........ Sheppard & Goodykouts 
Refer to Sank ot Wiltiameor” 
WISCONSIN. 
(Langlade) ............. «+++--John H. Trever 
* (Outagomie) ........... comes 
A  (hahlend) ececeode poccesecsoocalD hisher 
Baraboo* (Sauk)...... peseees eveceeccess- KF. R. Bentley 
Beloit (Rook) ...............-+s0« eo D. Wooley 
Boscobel (Grant).................0+- William E. Hove 
Refers to Beak of A. 3. Pipkin at Boscobel. 
(Marquette) ............ «+... A. L. Woot 
Clintonville (Wa ; oo 
aupaca)...... 
Columbus (Columbia)................ PAUL D_DURANT 
law and collections promptly attended 


to. Refers to First National Bank 


Danville D F PETES CTR. coo eene to Clee 
Dedgerille”(Lows.c-scr.cccse.cr-z- ows Oxi 
Doy (Columbia)............. Send to Columbw 
Eau Claire* (Kau Claire)......£. M. & F. D. BARTLET 
Refer to Bank of Eau Claire and other banks of 
Eau Claire. 
Fall River (Columbia).............. Send to Columbus 
Fond du Lac* (Fond du Lac)..... Colman & Parkinea 
Green Bay* (Brown 
Cady & ¥, efor tothe Ctisens ' National Bank. 
John C. “A . Neville. Refer to Green Bay 
Water &* 
Janesville* (Rock) 


FETHERS (O. H.), JEFFRIS (M. G.) & MOUAT (OL 
0.), ; a Milwaukee st. Attersne S 


a 


eeeneeee 


Lowell (Dodge)..................... Send to Columba: 
* (Dane)...... Here ~+s+eeeee Herman Phasd 
(Marinette) ............... & 
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puLWAUEKEE* Milwaukee) HALIF AX* (Halifax) ENCE ARE RCTRS 
) Bloodgood, ‘Kemper & Bloodgood, 39 Mitchell Bldg. 7 a —) Ape Attorneys for Baab 
eddepes cogeces Thorn & Holmes va Scotia. 
Hew London (W aay HENRY ooo. (Richard C. Weldon, TF | 
efor to First Nati stlonal Bani D.C.L., Ph.D., Q.0., Counsel; Robt. E. Harris. very ssue of 
; (Oconto). - -eneeeess+e Brancis X. Morrow Q Wy Mig ao H y, LLB. Chas lee Th Offi M 
. Cahan, a aD. or 
— Oshkosh poe (Winnabag 118 Main st. the Im can and rag @ ce agazine, 
bia) E. S. Baker and solicitors be the Merchant’ and Union 
: ge’ (cola 2 ae tee Geo. H. | Banks of Halifax. Commercial, nesine and A. 0. KITTREDGE, F.1. A., C.P. A., Editor, 
‘ te admiralty practice; notaries. 
Bocine” (Racin ade ‘ Langnvarg. Canenierg) contains information on office 
Brves Aa Betwerile a mee. to Halifax Banking Co. of topics 
"Po -Raymo Mahone Bay tL: —_ enone Send to L burg ; 
| . y (Lunenburg) .... -.-.. md to Lunen W h 
ine New Glasgow (Picton)....Fraser, Jennison & Graham ort Many Times 
ion p (Vern Graves & Mahony |», tir te Bank of Dave —~ 8. Matt 
ro ( Dodeseds ccbtddtcoces 
= aero = » Banik of Viroqua. Send to Columbus | South Brookfield” (Queens)... .. Grofton U. MeLeed its Price Per Year. 
Ce ME Vinton (Jetlarson)........-.. William H. Woodard | Springhill (Cumberland)....-.Send to Amherst, N. 8 
Waapace’ (Waupacn) «-nnn-ennss----- Irving P. Lord | Sy y+ sasee ln oe It publisnes only practical artieles 
ny Weesen" (Marathon). --..----- yen, Barley 4 ones | Truro” (Col <.. Longworth & Layw on practical subjects by practical 
= ay oe (Dougias)......-.0+- Winsor & W Westville Picton) Bicone «Bend to New @ ee aed rome mana ) y P 
armouth* (Yarmouth)...... elton, Q.C 
a WYOMING. Boston Marine Bilg. Refers to Beak of Yarmoutt q am le 0 Free 
* (Big Horn)...........-cs000 W. 8. Collins and Exchange of Yarmouth. S C 
ae vy Bm dy eteenddtidakindiila ©. H. Parmelee ONTARIO, P Py r 
. Judy (Natrona)...........++-+0+0..Fred. Hammond | Barrie* (Simcoe).............-..-<-«<----- Donald Rose Issued gues. subscription $1 a year. 
th, Jr, CRRA. « cnebaceseccoss. ntne E. W. Mann | Belleville* Bastingn............ .. William N. Ponton Advertising rates on application. 
(Converse) .........+..+.- Charles F. Maurer | Chatham* (Kent).. ae . Wilson, iam & Pike meee 
(Uinta) ............+++++00.d3. H. Ryokman | Galt (Waterloo)................------.- J. Millican ACCOUNTICS ASSOCIATION, Publishers. 
= eenpeeneemmnee i Goon Hamilton’ (Weatw fale Sake t Gana.” ‘ 22 Lancashire Building, New York City. 
(Weston)...........----++----Griggs Bros | Kin * (Frontenac)..........---- -Francis ge ae 
Carbon) .............Chatterton & back ns ae. Tennent, McDonagh & Coleridge 
Sweetwater G. W. Shutter-Cottrell wa (Car 
ae ge eee re iaecey ol te tng aie | - “MacCRAKEN, HENDERSON & McGIVERIN. Barrie \ 
and Bradstreet Co. of Kansas a we. — Solicitors, _ = A » Comet and De- 
Sheridan* (Sheridan)................- Lonabaugh eter of Ottawa. 
ilar enki... “ite .-Meivin Nichols McL URIN & MILCAR (G. MeLaarin, LL.B. ; 






dane Millar), 19 Elgin st. Barristers, Solicitors, 
Notaries, etc. References: Bank of Ottawa. 


PORTO RICO. Bt Catharines’ (Lancdlai 2s Gaitior & Bareee 


SAN JUAN. NTC (Ye: 
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Court. Refers to any bank in Orlando or ‘Commercial I * Refers to A. E. Plummer 
Tampa, Fila. Manager Trusts ‘n of Ontario, Toronto 

LAIDLAW. 4 ri ICKNELL. (William Laid- 
law, Q.C., George Kappele, James Bic 


W. Bain, Ch 
PHILLIPPINE ISLANDS | = ject 2) Gusts Sorin), inperal 


Canada. 
MASROOKS, MONTAGNE & BYERS. Practice in all K, aieil Bad King & Bay ste. 
Courts and Departments in the Phillippine Is- ey : bat ” 
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THE LAW_OF WILLS. — 


NOW READY! 
MODERN. 












AMERICAN 


Their Execution, Revocation and Construction, the Rules of Real Property Law and the Doctrines 
Equity most frequently applied to Wills. 


By H. C. UNDERHILL, LL. B. of the New York Bar. 


. 
Author of ‘‘A Treatise on the Law of Evidence”’ and ‘‘A Treatise on the Law of Criminal Evidence,” etc. 


This work contains in two volumes an exhaustive and comprehensive view of the whole Law of Wills. Careful attention is ;,: 


to the rules of construction, and to subjects such as the Rule in Shelley's Case, Estates u 


cy in Common, Equitable Conversion, Satisfaction and Election, Annuities, Gifts Causa 
Perpetuities, Vesting, Domicile, etc., which are often involved in Will cases. 


The Two Volumes cover the entire field of Testamentary Law as it exists to-day. The propositions in the text are sustains 
and affirmed by more than 17,000 carefully selected citations, the majority of which are American cases of recent date. 


2 VOLS., 1700 PAGES, PRICE, $12.00 NET: DELIVERED TO ANY ADDRESS FOR $112.60 


T. H. FLOOD & GO., Publishers, 179 Monroe Street, Ghicago, Ili, 


n Condition and upon Limitation, Teng, 
ortis, Trust Estates and Powers, Charities, 





Reliable Attorneys. 
ILLINOIS. — 


JOSIAH CRATTY, 


Attorney at Law, 

Pleer 13 Security Bidg, CHICAGO. 
Cor, Madison Street and Fifth Avenue. 
Cerperation and Commercial Law and Cel- 
lections a Specialty. 

Depositions taken before ALICE MANNING, 
Notary Public, Room 188 Security Bldg, 188 Madison st. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


CFAS. SCOTT & £. H. WOODS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Belivar Co. MISSISSIPPI. 


Refer to Memphis National Bank, Memphis, Tenn. ; 
Hanover National Bank, New York City, Supreme 
Court Judges of Mississippi 




















NEW JERSEY. 


CHARLES A. TRIMBLE, 
Rooms 56 and :7 Dix Building. 
208 and 210 Lroad ? treet, 
ELIZABETH, *. 5. 





Collections 


DOUGLAS D.T. S7c.2Y, 


Attorney at Law, 
SOLICITOR AND MASTER IN CHANCERY. 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
66 te GS Monti omery St., Jersey City, N. J. 


. § Hudeon County National Bank, Jersey City. 
References : i Gilson, Collins & Co., Lumber, Jersey City, 








ENNIS B. RYAN, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
1 Montgomery Street, Jersey City, N. J. 


Commissioner for | State of New York. 
Master in Chancery. 
Notary Public. 


Collections made in all parte « of New Jersey. 
Reference :—Any bank in Jersey City. 


JOHN J. HOPPIN, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


800 Broad Street, NEWARK, ®.J. 
COLLECTIONS PROMPTLY ATTENDED TO. 
American Surety Co., Newark 


References } Frank Adams, Cashier Essex Co. Nat. Bank. 
Skipper & Ten Eyck, Attorneys, Newark. 











W ILLIAM ADGATE LORD, 
Attorney at Law, 


National Bank Building, ORANGE, NH. J. 





Reference :—Orange Nationa! Bank. 


WALTER P. LINDSLE Y, 


Attorney at Law, 
Lawyers’ Building, 164 Market Street, 
NEWARK, N. J. 
Collections. 





NOTARY. 
Merchants’ National Bank, Newark. 
References - { D. H. Dunham,Pres. Firemen’sins. Co.,New’k 
Judge Frederic Adams, Newark. 


WARREN DIXON, 


Counselor at Law. 
Davidsen fuilding, 259 Washington Street. 
TELEPHONE: 156 Jenszy. JERSEY CITY, N. J. 
PRACTICE IN ALL THE COURTS. 
COLLECTIONS RECEIVE MY PERSONAL ATTENTION 


References :—Hudson County National Bank ; Commer- 
cial Trust Co. of New Jersey. 





NEW YORK. ’ 
Telephone 3079 Cortland. 


BRAHAM GOLDFARB, 


At.orney and Counselor at Law, 


87 Nassau Sireet 
Manhattan Berough. 





New York, 





References :—Oriental Bank; M. Bowsky, Fur Dresser 


307-8u9 East 59th Street ; 8. Christiansen, 38 West 22d Street ; 
M. Phillips & Son, Shirt Manufacturers, 24-26 White Street ; 
J. Cohn & Co., Cloak Manufacturers, i101 Bleecker Street; 


All of New York City. Surrogates 
CHARLES EVERETT NEIER. 
THOMAS ABBOTT MCKENNELL. 
WILLIAM 0. GANTZ. 


tice a Specialty. 





TELEPHONE, 255 Broan. 


WILLIAM C. MAINS. 


ANTZ, NLLER & MtKENNELL 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


53 BR Av WAY, NEW YORK. 
Mt. Vernon Office: 1 ucas Building. 


Reference : Knickerbocker Trust Co. ; Eaton & Maine, N.Y. 


PERCY L KLOCK, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
149 Broadway, New York. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
PRACTICE IN ALL COURTS. . 
NOTARY IN OFFICE. 


References :—Nat. Park 214 Broadway; Edward 

Gembers, 8’ Brosdwey 1A. Lancaster & tons, Bankers, 
way; R.A. ns, 

‘0 Wail Street ; All of New York. ihe 








POWELL & CADY, — 


Attorneys & Counselors, 
206 Breadway, NEW York, 
67 St. James Place, Brooklyn, N.Y. City, 


Practice in State and Federal Courts, 


HE WM.P. ALGER — 


COLLECTING COMPANY, 
76 and 78 Park Place. 
DONIHEE & DONIHEE BRO8., 
Attorneys and Counsel. . NEW YORK, 


COLLECTIONS MADE EVERYWHERE THROUGH 
RELIABLE ATTORNEYS. 


Mfg Co., 66 West Broad 


References :—C > 
way; M. Q Shark Sundries, % Part 
of Gouverneur, Gouverner, 


NT"; eiegel. Cooper & Co, Boubere. sth Bt. and Wk tee 
WILLIAM L. CAREY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


All Collections under my personal supervision. 
315 Mentague f treet, 
Mecuanics Bank BuILpINe, BROOKLYN, ¥. 1 


WILLIAM E. GOWDEY, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
13-43 Park Row, 
PARK ROW BUILDING, 
PHONE : 3681 CORTLAND. 














NEW YORK. 
NOTARY 


COLLECTIONS AND GENERAL LAW PRACTICE. 











Che Franklin 


Srawparo Visiace. 


Combines all the requisites for an up- 
to-date writing machine, visible writing, 
_— alignment, simplicity and dura- 

ility. It has few equals and no supét- 
ior. Catalogues on application. 


Inter-State Typewriter Company 
293-295 Broadway, 
NEW YORK CITY. 
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